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BANKRUPTCY REFORM. 
“The Birmingham meeting of last year has not been 
hout its fruits. It will be remembered that of all 
P subjects which were discussed in the section devoted 
science, the bankruptcy and insolvency laws 
eeived the largest share of attention. On the motion of 
ord John Russell, who presided, a committee on bank- 
ty and insolvency was appointed. These gentlemen 
fave since been en, in the preparation of a Bill to 
inend and consolidate the whole of the laws upon these 
s, which has now been introduced into the House 
Lommons by Lord John Russell. There is, of course, 
Videa of attempting to carry the measure during the 
lort’ remainder of the present session. Independently 
Pthe fact that Sir Fitzroy Kelly has a Bill of his own 
ipreparation, or at least in prospect, the period of the 
it, the state of the public business, and, still more, 
‘State of the Thames, would effectually bar any at- 
ipt at immediate legislation. But much will be 
med by placing distinctly upon record the views of 
legal, and commercial classes of the community, 
ich are substantially embodied in the present Bill. 
Bill of 461 clauses, repealing, amending, and consoli- 
gy twenty statutes, including the last not very 
py Consolidation Act of 1849, is not to be settled 
| passed in a hurry, and much discussion and pro- 
bly many alterations in detail will be needed before it 
'De expected to attain a perfect shape. We shall not 
pt at this moment to enter into any minute cri- 
am, but shall confine ourselves to presenting a brief 
mount of the general scope of the alterations intended 
‘be'introduced into the bankruptcy and insolvency 
eedure. Ata future time we hope to give to this 
aprehensive measure the full consideration which 
S’industry and skill of the sub-committee to whom 
Ptask was delegated and of the draftsmen who pre- 
fed'the Bill deserve ; but for the present, we must 
ihe’ ourselves to the broad outlines of the proposed 


? first place, the Bill does away with the distinction 
‘traders and non- rs, and merges insolvency 
Jurisdiction’of the Court of ee: Public 
continually tending in this direction, 
0, 79. 





and it is difficult to find any valid reason for applying 
different principles to trading and non-trading Blas abe, 
The notion on which the distinction was originally 
founded was, that the insolvency of a non-trader was of 
necessity more or less culpable, while that of a trader 
might be one of the natural accidents of his calling, 
for which he would be no more responsible than 
a captain would be for letting his ship founder 
in a hurricane, which no human power could 
escape. But there is very little truth in this 
view, and certainly not enough to justify a code which 
leaves the insolvent’s debts in theory hanging about 
him for ever, while it starts the bankrupt trader on a 
new basis free from all his antecedent liabilities. Every- 
thing which complicates the law is a source of un- 
certainty and expense, and bankruptcy proceedings are 
costly enough without incumbering them with nice 
questions, as to what does or does not amount to trading 
under the Act. The principle of the Insolvency Acts, 
moreover, did not work effectually in practice. After a 
debtor was once whitewashed, it seldom happened: that 
his creditors got anything out of his future earnings 
- force of the judgment which he was required to give. 
he maximum of harm was done to the insolvent him- 
self, with the minimum of advantage to his creditors; 
and we think that the committee exercised a sound 
discretion in making the fusion of bankruptcy and in- 
solvency the leading feature of their Bill. Two practical 
objections to this course deserved, and we believe re- 
ceived, consideration, but were not thought to be suffi- 
cient to outweigh the advantage of establishing one 
simpleand uniform procedure. One of these objections was 
urged in the interest of insolvency creditors who anticipate 
some increase of expense from the transfer of the jurisdic- 
tion to the Bankruptcy Court. The other objection was, 
that a Court which was habitually dirtying its hands 
with cases of disreputable insolvency would be apt to 
deal harshly and unsatisfactorily with the occasional 
failures of large and respectable concerns. The answer 
to the last apprehension is obvious. Even now the 
majority of the cases in the Bankruptcy Court belong 
to a class quite as bad, in every way, as the worst in- 
stances of non-trading extravagance. As to the dread 
of increased expense in insolvency, this may be met, and 
is to some extent met, by improved machinery and 
greater localization of the Bankruptcy Courts. In this 
part of the scheme, we think that more may, perhaps, be 
done to obviate needless expense than the Bill, as it 
stands, is likely to effect; and it is impossible to doubt 
that the question of costs is, after all, the most impor- 
tant part of the ‘subject. At present, bankrupt estates 
are eaten up by pe and commissions; and this, 
more than any other defect of the present machinery, 
has produced the alinost universal cry for reform. e 
Bill meets this demand by abolishing the offices of mes- 
senger and broker, and transferring the duties of the - 
Accountant-General to the Chief Registrar of the Court, 
and proposes also to effect a great diminution of fees by 
the simple process of throwing the payment of commis- 
sioners and other officers on the Consolidated Fund, 
The official assignee is still retained, but he is to be 
paid by a salary, without any commission for his duties 
In that capacity. His official functions are, moreover, 
limited to the time intervening between the adjudication 
and the appointment of a creditors’ assignee ; but the 
official assignee is made competent to accept the office of 
creditors’ assignee if elected. Throughout the proceed- 
ie there is never to be more than one assignee, and the 
whole responsibility is to be thrown upon him. It is 
proposed to leave the remuneration of this elected 
assignee to be fixed by the creditors themselves, a pro- 
vision Which seems to us rather questionable. T 
unpaid inspectors, or auditors, are also to be appointed 
to watch over the proceedings of the assignee and audit 
his accounts. Such an arrangement may not do much 
harm, unless it is too much relied on; but the whole ex- 
perience of late years seems to prove the utter inefli- 
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ciency of anyauditing system that is not continuous } 
and continuous work by the unpaid i rs of a paid 
assignee may not.always be readily obtained. 

In many of the points which we have noticed the 


Bill has drawn largely from the Scotch procedure, which 
has the reputation of peng a cheaper mode of adminis- 
an that provided by our own 


tering a bankrupt estate t 
statutes. 

With respect to the operation of the Bill on the bank- 
rupt himself, the present system of classified certificates 
is very properly rejected, and in the original draft of the 
Bill a provision was introduced, by which the certificate 
of the Gourt was to give protection only to the person, 
while the consent of the creditors was to be endorsed 
before it was to have the effect of a discharge of debts. 
The committee, acting on the sensible advice of their 
draftsmen, have since expunged this provision, which 
was nothing less than a repudiation of the first essential 
principle of bankruptcy law, viz. that a debtor, after 
giving up all he has in the world, shall, as a general 
rule, be freed from all his liabilities. The present sys- 
tem of suspending or withholding certificates is, to some 
extent, a violation of this principle; but that power is 
now given to the Court as a penal provision to punish 
the bankrupt’s past course, and not as a means of gratify- 
ing the vindictiveness of creditors, or adiing to the 
amounts which they may ultimately recover. Even tothis 
extent we object to the infringement of the general rule, 
and we should much prefer a regular term of imprisonment 
or other punishment to a penalty, the actual infliction 
of which depends on the forbearance or severity of the 
offender’s creditors. The Bill, however, retains the 
principle of refusing and suspending certificates as part 
of its penal machinery; but this is a point as to which 
an amendment might be judiciously introduced at some 
future time. As a foundation for Fc legislation, the 
labours of the committee will be most serviceable, and 
the leading provisions of their measure will, we trust, 
pass through the ordeal of Parliament without material 
alteration. But another session must come before this 
result can be looked for, and, in the meantime, those 
who are anxious to contribute to the success of this 
important reform will have abundant time to offer sug- 
gestions for the improvement of the Bill. 


»s 
ae 


PROBATE AND DIVORCE LEGISLATION. 


The Bills for the amendment of the two Acts of last 
session have passed the House of Lords, and they may, 
we suppose, be reckoned among those measures of press- 
ing necessity which alone are likely to command the 
support of ministers, and the attention of Parliament, 
during the present month. It is by io means im- 
probable that more than a single Act may be required 
to amend, enlarge, or qualify each of the existing 
statutes. Further experience will probably detect 
many latent imperfections and difficulties, in a system 
which has hitherto undergone less than a six months’ 
trial. But if we are to have, as is probably inevitable, 
a gradual accumulation of enactments upon the basis of 
the two statutes of last year, it is not too much to ask 
that all amendments and additions may be framed with 
the utmost care, so that Parliament may not be sub- 
rected to the reproach of haying created another mass of 
confusion and pee h , as discreditable as that which 
has grown out of its attempts to legislate for joint-stock 
companies. This is a matter upon which we should 
think that the Judge Ordinary might offer represen- 
tations to which the Government would do well to 
listen. Certainly Sir C. Cresswell ought not to look on 
quietly, while en and movers of amendments 
may be manufacturing for the exercise of his judicial 

ill a web of ition, equal in texture to the 
Winding-up Acts, in which the judges of the Court of 
Chancery have been so long ly entangled. 

i t section of the Probate Act Amend- 
second, which gives power to. the judge 








of the court to sit at chambers. We observe that since 
the Bill was brought in by Lord Cranworth, a proviso 
has been added, that no question shall be heard in 
chambers which either pes shall require to be heard 
in open court. The fifth section recites that the duties 
of the principal registry cannot be efficiently disch 
by three registrars, and authorises the appointment of a 
fourth. The ninth section is intended to be substituted 
for the fifty-fourth section of the principal Act, giving 
contentious jurisdiction to the county courts. This 
latter section is repealed, but the substituted clause 
differs very slightly from it. The fifty-ninth section of 
the principal Act provides that it shall not be obligatory 
to apply for probate or administration to any district 
registry or county court, but application may be made 
to the principal registry. The eleventh section of the 
Amendment Bill appears to mean that, in the case of 
revocation of a grant, as well as in the case of a grant, 
it shall not be obligatory to apply to the county court; 
but we are by no means certain that the section does 
mean this, and we would humbly suggest that a few 
more words, and a little more thought, might be advan- 
tageously expended in giving clearness and precision to 
the enactment. The eighteenth section of the Bill, as 
originally drawn, provided that the estate of an intestate 
should be vested, until administration, in the Crown. 
It was proposed in the House of Lords to substitute the 
Judge Ordinary for the Crown, and the numbers upon 
a division being equal, the clause was altered accord- 
ingly. The twenty-fourth section restrains district re- 
gistrars from practising professionally in reference to 
business coming before them in their official character. 
We believe that this clause, which is identical in the first 
and in the latest edition of the Bill, is not so 
worded as to meet all cases which ought to be embraced 
by it, and it deserves to be carefully considered, while yet 
there is time to alter it. The thirty-second and thirty- 
third sections of the Bill, as introduced into the House of 
Lords, made provision for the swearing of affidavits and 
taking of declarations in Scotland, Ireland, the Colonies, 
and foreign parts. Considering that abundant precedents 
are to be found in former Acts, we should have tho 
that the framing of a couple of clauses with this object 
was one of the simplest tasks that could possibly be 
proposed to the youngest pupil in the chambers of a 
conveyancer. But the draftsman employed upon the 
Bill found this undertaking beyond his powers, at least, 
upon a first attempt. The ultimate result, as shown in 
the amended Bill, is perfectly intelligible and correct. 
Whether it was attained by the prolonged meditation of 
the author, or whether we owe it to a combined 
exercise of the skill of three or four ex-Chan- 
cellors, cannot now be known. But if any body 
needs to be convinced that there is something radi- 
cally wrong in our method of constructing Acts of 
Parliament, let him procure the first edition of this Bill, 
and he will see by no means a solitary example of the 
careless slovenly language which is thought goo 
enough for the purpose of legislation. When this Bill 
appeared, we read and read again the thirty-second sec- 
tion, in a vain attempt to convince ourselves that the 
blunders we discovered in it were of our own invention, 
Now we find that the clause has been re-drawn, and thus, 
after much useless trouble to the House, as well as to 
those who observe the progress of its legislation, these 
simple provisions have been expressed in and rear 
sonable terms. ‘The only other section of the Bill which 
demands notice is the twenty-fourth of the last. edition, 
enacting that the judge of the court shall exercise over 
proctors, solicitors, and attorneys, the same ai 
and conn as & ar somnaoe aby the judges of the 
courts of law and equity. This clause has been intro 
duced by amendment into the Bill. 
Rowers) gaestions have arisen upon the twenty-first 
section of Pag Act, for which it 7 
sary to provide by further 
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been. framed to meet these difficulties. The City of 
London being neither “ within the metropolitan district ” 
nor “in the country,” it was doubted whether the Judge 
Ordinary had H ttm to make an order for protection of 
the property of a wife resident in that City. It is now 
ay soe to.enact that every wife, wheresoever resident 
in England, may apply to the judge for an order. By 
the seventh section, the provisions respecting the pro- 
perty of a wife who lige dhtalned a judicial separation, 
or an order for protection, are to extend to property to 
which such wife shall become entitled as executrix, ad- 
ministratrix, or trustee. This clause is designed to 
remove the doubt which arose in the case of Bathe v. 
The Bank of England, and which drew forth an elabo- 
rate judgment of Vice-Chancellor Wood so recently as 
the 4th ult. It is next provided that decrees for sepa- 
ration, and protection orders, if reversed, shall never- 
theless be valid as to acts done between the making and 
reversal; and property in remainder, or reversion, is 
to be included in the protection given by the decree 
or order. Every order is to state the time of 
the commencement of the desertion. Bills of costs of 
roctors and solicitors, for business done in the Divorce 
mrt, are to be taxable by the registrars of the Court 
of Probate. In cases of nullity of marriage there is to 
be the same right of appeal as on petition for dissolution 
of marriage. e may remark, in passing, that the fif- 
teenth section, which declares this right, is ungramma- 
tieal. The Judge Ordinary may t a rule nisi for a 
new trial, but no such rule may be made absolute, except 
by the full Court. So much of the principal Act as 
authorises application for restitution of conjugal rights, 
or va judicial separation, to a judge of assize, is to be 
repealed. 

It will be remembered, that one subject of the pro- 
longed debates of last session was, the extent of the 
jurisdiction of the Court. An attempt will now be made 
to confer a a jurisdiction, or, at least, to declare 
more explicitly how far the power of the Court extends. 
Under the fifth section of the Bill, any person, whereso- 
ever resident or domiciled, who before the passing of the 
principal Act might have obtained from any ecclesiasti- 
cal court in England or Ireland, or in India, or in any 
of the Colonies, a divorce ad mensd et thoro, may apply 
for a dissolution of marri This clause will certainly 
not be allowed to pass without considerable discussion ; 
and it is, probably, with special reference to it that Mr, 
oe has desired ample opportunity for considering 

ill. 

We have thus, as we believe, touched upon all the 
principal features of these two Bills, so that an opinion 
may easily be formed whether they satisfy the demand 
which certainly exists for further legislation, to com- 
plete the two great measures of last year. The exclu- 
sion of barristers from practice in non-contentious cases 
is left unredressed by the Probate Amendment Bill, but 
this point will probably not be lost sight of by the 
numerous practising lawyers who have seats in the 
House of Commons. r. Warren, we observe, has 
brought in a Bill to enable barristers and solicitors to 
practise in the Court of Admiralty. It was certainly under- 
stood, when the Probate Act was under discussion, that 
this privilege would be conceded, and, indeed, an expec- 
tation existed that such a clause would be embodied in 
that Act. But the clause is not there, and perhaps could 
not properly have been put there. It is, however, a 
Te of the present session to pass Mr. Warren’s 

in redemption of last year’s promise. 
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COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH. 
(Sittings at Guildhall rire, Me Justice Hirt and a Common 


ait; Wigfeld v. Mootjen-—June 30. 
‘iM. Queread and Mr. Wathyn Williams were counsel for the 





plaintiff; and Mr. Serj. Shee and Mr. Keene for the defen- 
dant. 

This was an action to recover a sum of money. 

Mr. Pemberton, a solicitor in- London, was indebted to the 
plaintiff in £600. The defendant was articled clerk to Pember- 
ton, and he agreed that if the plaintiff would give Pemberton 
time he would be answerable for, and ultimately he paid, £200. 
Other sums were afterwards paid, and Pemberton was much 
pressed for payment of the balance; and at length Brown, the 
attorney for the plaintiff, said, that if a satisfactory answer was 
not returned he should put in an execution on the following 
day. The defendant then wrote to Brown, stating that if he 
would wait for three weeks he would be paid. It was consi- 
dered by the plaintiff that this was a personal promise on the 
part of the defendant to pay. 

The defence was, that the defendant acted as agent, asking 
for time on the part of Pemberton. 

The jury returned a verdict for the plaintiff for £100. 


COUNTY COURT, OTLEY. 
(Before J. J. Lonspare, Esq., Judge.) 
Watkinson y. Walker and Godwin.—June 21. 


Plaintiff resides at Yeadon, and is a farmer; and the de- 
fendants, who were surveyors of the highways of the township 
of Rawden for the past year, were sued by him to recover £15, 
the value of a cow, which had one of its legs broken by stepping 
into a drain on the highway, in Apperley-lane, on the 3rd o 
March last. Mr. £. Barrett, solicitor, Otley, appeared for the 
plaintiff ; and Mr. Dawson, solicitor, Bradford, for the de- 
fendants. Onthe day in question the plaintiff was driving the 
animal down Apperley-lane, and in consequence of the frost, 
accompanied hy a heavy fall of snow, which rendered the high- 
way almost impassable, he followed the side of the road alo 
achannel. After proceeding for some distance the cow slip 
and got one of her hind feet into a drain, open at the mouth, 
but covered at the top. Assistance was obtained, and the beast 
rescued, but it was found that her leg was broken. In conse- 
quence of the injuries the cow had to be slaughtered, and very little 
of the carcase was found to be fit for human food. Application 
was subsequently made to the defendants for compensation, 
which not being complied with, the present action was - brought. 
On the part of the plaintiff, it was urged, that, as the 
defendants had neglected to place a grate at, or otherwise to 
secure, the mouth of the drain, they were liable for the 
damages sustained by the plaintiff. At the close of the 
plaintiff's case, on the previous court day, Mr. Dawson sub- 
mitted, that with respect to the defendant Walker, who was 
a mere collector of the rates, and not a surveyor within the 
meaning of the Highway Act, the suit must be dismissed; and 
his Honour concurring, Mr. Walker’s name was accordingly 
struck out of the summons. Mr. Dawson, on the present occa- 
sion, further objected, that with reference to Mr. Godwin, the 
other defendant, the plaintiff must be nonsuited, on the ground 
that as there were at the time of the accident two persons ap- 
pointed for the township who exercised the office of surveyor 
of highways, the other surveyor ought to have been joined with 
Mr. Godwin as a defendant in the present suit, as in case of 
an adverse verdict there could be no contribution between the 
wrong-doers. Mr. Dawson also contended, that the present 
action could not be maintained, as the plaintiff had himself 
facilitated the accident by driving his cow in the channel, when 
he must have known of the existence of the drain, and after- 
wards cited several cases in support of this proposition, Two 
models of the drain were produced in court, and several wit- 
nesses were examined on each side, but their evidence was very 
conflicting as regarded the state, at the time of the accident, of 
a flag at the bottom of the drain. It was also shown for the 
defendant that it was very imprudent, in consequence of the 
slippery state of the road, to attempt to drive the cow along the 
highway. Shortly after the opening of the defendant’s case 
it was agreed that the jury should be discharged, and that the 
question be left with his Honour for decision. The judge 
reserved for further consideration the following points, and pro- 
mised to deliver his judgment as early as possible—first, whether 
ordinary and reasonable caution had been used by the plaintiff; 
secoudly, whether one of two persons appointed to perform the 
office of surveyor could be sued for negligence; and thirdly, 
whefher the admission in the fay’ that there were two sur- 
veyors precluded the plaintiff disputing that point. 


THE CASE OF MR. W. H. BARBER. 
PARLIAMENTARY COMMITTEB, 
The select committee of the House of Commons appointed to 











720 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Jury 3, 1888! 








inquire into the allegations contained in the petition of William 
Henry Barber, solicitor, consists of Lord Hotham (chairman), 
Lord Goderich, Mr. Brady, Mr. Bright, Mr. Milner Gibson, 
Mr. Cobbett, Mr. Collier, Mr. Elliot Yorke, Mr. Massey, 
Mr. James Wilson, Mr. Arthur Mills, Mr. Hardy, Mr. Adams, 
Mr. F. Crossley, and Sir John Trollope. 

Mr. Barber was called on the 29th ult., and examined by 
Mr. Collier. After a detailed account of his trial and sentence 
to transportation for life, and subsequent free pardon, he said: 
After my convictic:. I was sent, chained heavily by the leg to 
Millbank, and after being there for four months, I was, with 
250 others, put on board the Agincourt ship, still heavily 
chained. I had to sleep in my chains for four nights, and then 
when we had got out well to sea, the chains were taken off all 
the prisoners. On being landed on Norfolk Island, I was, with 
about 220 other prisoners, taken to the barracks; but in con- 
sequence of the great heat of the island and the change of diet, 
fifty of us were invalided and ordered not to go to work. We 
were then desired to go to the lumber yard. Soon afterwards 
the commandant of the island, Major Child, said, he wanted to 
see the prisoners who had come over by the Agincourt, and 
requested the forty or fifty of us who had been invalided by the 
medical man to pass before him in the barrack-yard in single 
file. About ten men passed by him unnoticed, but when I ap- 
proached him, I raised my cap, upon which he called out, “ Let 
that man’s hair be cut,” although my hair had been cut close 
the previous day. He then said,“ How is it that you have 
not to work?” I replied that I had been ordered not to go to 
work by the medical man. Upon that, Major Child shook his 
fist at me, and said, “ I will see to you, Mr. Barber.” Major 
Child is now in this country, and has been since my return. 
Several applications were made by persons in the island to 
obtain my services as a clerk, and in the case of several other 
persons the application was granted. I was applied for by 
Lieutenant Lloyd, but his application was refused. Lieutenant 
Lloyd was an officer on board the ship in which I went out to 
Norfolk Island, and he had seen me during the voyage, where 
he said I had been very useful, as I had prevented a mutiny 
taking place during the voyage. Two others applied to obtain 
my assistance as clerk; but the application was refused. 
I was appointed “wardsman,” by far the most loathsome, 
perilous, and unhealthy occupation upon the island. 
My duties were to preserve order in a dormitory of 200 
criminals, amongst whom were murderers. I was locked 
up with these ruffians from seven in the evening until 
six o'clock in the morning. My task was then to cleanse 
and purify their dormitory and accommodations. I had to 
make the beds of all these 200 men, and to clean their ham- 
mocks. I was, after sixteen months’ employment in this way, 
put into a field to break stones, under an overseer named 
“Lane,” and remained in a field for hours together in a stooping 
position; and if I stood upright for a moment to relieve my 
back, this overseer Lane immediately called out “ No straight 
backs,” and I was compelled to resume my stooping position. 
I was afterwards sent to Cascades, and while I was there Lieu- 
tenant Butler applied to be allowed to take me as clerk; and 
the answer to that application by Major Child was, to send me 
back to Longridge, the worst penal settlement. I was sent to 
that place because it was a place which I most disliked to 


go to. 
After further evidence of the same kind, Mr. Barber described 
the process by which the proofs of his innocence had been 
arrived at, and concluded as follows:—Conscious of my inno- 
cence, I made no disposal of my property, but after my con- 
viction it was all seized, and every vestige of property belong- 
ing to me has been swept away, together with debts due to me, 
which have been lost through the operation of the Statute of 
Limitations. I have received a pardon on the ground of my 
innocence, but have returned to this country destitute, having 
lost several thousands of pounds, and almost my profession, 
and permanently injured by the cruclties exercised towards me. 
At four o'clock the committee adjourned. 


THE WORCESTERSHIRE MAGISTRACY. 

Sir John Pakington having resigned the chairmanship of the 
Court of Quarter Sessions for Worcestershire, two candidates 
have been put forward to succeed him—viz, Lord Lyttelton 
(Lord-Lieutenant of the county), and Lord Ward. On the first 
day of the Midsummer Session the election took place at Wor- 
cester. Mr. Curtler, deputy-chairman of the court, presided, and 
the largest muster of magistrates ever assembled on the Wor- 
cestershire bench attended. Lord Ward was proposed by Mr. 
H. J. W. Foley, M.P., and the nomination was seconded by Mr. 





Dowdeswell; after which the Rev. J. Pearson, who had taken an 
pret 3 in the movement in favour of Lord Lyttelton, said, 
as Ward would undoubtedly be elected, he and his friends 
would support him as chairman of the court. Lord Ward having 
been declared by the chairman pro tem. elected, his Lordship 
took the chair, and addressed some remarks to the bench, ad- 
mitting that of all the three candidates mentioned for the posi- 
tion, he was the least worthy. On the motion of Mr. Dowdes. 
well, seconded by Mr. Acton, an address was adopted by the 
Court for presentation to Sir Jolin Pakington on his retirement, 
which, together with a letter of Lord Lyttelton, expressive of 
high approval, was ordered to be entered on the minutes of the 
Court. The Court then proceeded to the general business of 
the sessions. 


For many years the state of the Berkshire assize courts at 
Reading has been the subject of condemnation by all whom 
business called to the assizes. At the Easter sessions, a motion 
that it was desirable to carry out the presentment made in 1849 
for the erection of new courts was carried by three; but to 
obviate difficulty as to the borrowing of money, a new present- 
ment, setting forth that the existing courts at Reading were 
insufficient and inconvenient for the administration of justi 
was considered at the county sessions at Abingdon on Monday 
last. Mr. Merry proposed as a motion that the presentment 
was well founded, and it was seconded by the Earl of Radnor. 
The Court, on a division, decided by 29 to 11 that the present- 
ment was well founded. A report as to plans was brought up, 
and Mr. Clacy, the county surveyor, was appointed the 
architect. A motion was passed empowering the committee to 
proceed with the erection of courts forthwith. It is believed 
that the courts will be ready for occupation at the Spring 
Assizes in 1860. 


~~ 
> 


Recent Merisions in Chancery. 


DECLARATION OF Trust—How CONSTITUTED. 
Evans vy. Jennings, 6 W. R. 616. 


William Evans, deceased, was a partner in the firm of 
Seager, Evans, & Co. Previously to the month of April, 1854, 
he had advanced to the firm certain moneys, some of which 
were standing in the partnership books to the credit of “ Wil- 
liam Evans’s trustee account,” and others to the credit of 
“William Evans's private account.” ‘The two Misses Forth, 
sisters of the wife of W. Evans, had also advanced to the firm 
certain sums which were standing to the credit of “ Misses 
M. & C. Forth’s cash account.” On 4th April, 1854, W. Evans 
transferred the sum of £2,700 from his “ trustee account ” to 
the “ Misses Forth’s cash account,” by entries in the books of 
the firm, and on the same day Seager, Evans, & Co., signed a: 
promissory note for payment to M. & C. Forth of £2,700 and 
interest. This note was delivered to W. Evans, who placed it 
in an envelope, upon which he wrote;—* This note of hand 
stands to the credit of M. & C. Forth in the books of Seager, 
Evans, & Co., and is to be the property of Mrs. Evans.” Soon 
afterwards W. Evans, in the presence of the plaintiff, Mrs. 
Evans, told M. Forth that he had got a security from his firm 
for his wife’s money; that the note of hand securing it was in 
the joint names of M. Forth and her sister; and that it was his 
wife’s money, and not theirs. In September, 1854, W. Evans, 
without the knowledge of the plaintiff, Mrs. Evans, or of the 
Misses Forth, transferred the sum of £2,700 from “M. & C. 
Forth’s cash accunt,” to his own “trustee account,” and at the 
same time wrote across the above-mentioned memorandum as 
follows:— The within amount of £2,700 is transferred to 
W. Evans's trustee account; but it is to be considered the pri- 
vate property of Mrs. Evans.” W. Evans died in May, 1856, and 
the promissory note and envelope were found among his papers. 
His will made provision for his wife, but did not mention 
sum of £2,700, At his death, owing to transfers in a count made 
by him, only 2,661/. 18s. 6d. was standing to the credit of his 
“trustee account” in the partnership books, The plaintiff, 
Mrs, Evans, now contended that a trust was effectually created 
for her separate use of the sum of £2,700 and interest. 

Under these circumstances it was ned Jr Stuart, V. C., that 
there was a valid declaration of trust in the wife’s favour. The 
whole sum was under Mr. Evans's entire controul. This being 








80, the note was given and the parol declaration made, It was 


not necessary to inquire into the effect of this parol declaration, 
for the case went much further. Upon the first memorandum 
it might be doubtful whether a trust was constituted for the 
separate use of Mrs. Evans. But by the second memorandum 
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the sum of £2,700 was to be considered ‘‘the private property 
of Mrs. Evans;” and these words were adequate to confer upon 
her a separate interest. It had been urged that, as Mr. Evans 
retained possession of this money, paying no interest upon it to 
his wife, and dealing with the principal as his own, the wife's 
right was so imperfect that the Court ought not to give effect 
toit. Butif a trust had been once impressed, the fact that 
the trustee had committed a breach of trust could not affect 
the right of the cestui que trust. As between husband and 
wife, the former may receive during his life all the benefit of 
rty which is settled to the separate use of the wife, who 
can claim no account of moneys so received. The Vice-Chan- 
cellor therefore held, that the estate of W. Evans was liable to 
make good to Mrs. Evans the sum of £2,700, with interest 
from the husband's death. 
It will be observed that this transaction was upheld as a 
declaration of trust, and not as an assignment. The judgment 


carefully distinguishes the case from that large class of in- 
stances, of which Edwards v. Jones (1 Myl. & Cr. 226) is one of 
the most familiar, where the Court has refused its assistance to 
perfect an incomplete gift. 


Witt—Construction—East Inpra Stock. 
Brown v. Brown, 6 W. R. 613, 


A testator, who died in 1852, gave “all the sums in the Go- 
vernment or Parliamentary stocks or funds, or any foreign 
stocks or funds,” with other matters, to a certiin legatee, and 
the question was, whether a sum of East India stock passed 
under the bequest. It was held by Wood, V. C., that East 
India stock was neither a Government nor a Parliamentary 
stock or fund. ‘To come within that description, it must be a 
fund either managed or guaranteed by Government, or paid out 
of the public revenue of the country. ‘To ascertain whether 
East India stock fell under this definition, reference was made 
to the Act 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 85, passed in 1833, by which the 
company still continued to govern the East Indies, and held 
those countries in trust for the Crown, discharged of all claims 
of the company to any profit or advantage therefrom to their 
own use, “ except the dividend on their capital stock secured to 
them as hereinafter is mentioned.” The stock, therefore, was 
part of the old dominion of the company, reserved to them, and 
carefully excepted out of the trust attaching to all the other 
property. ‘The dividend was not payable out of Government 
or Parliamentary property, nor was there any guarantee by 
Government for the payment of it. It was paid by the com- 
pany alone, out of that portion of the revenue which they con- 
tinued to receive after the passing of the Act. Of course East 
India stock was not a foreign stock or fund, and, therefore, it 
did not pass under the specific bequest. 

It deserves remark that, under the Bill now before the House 
of Commons, the trusteeship of the company is to cease, and 
the entire revenue will be received and managed by Govern- 
ment, who must pay the dividend on the company’s stock out 
of it. It would appear, therefore, that after the passing of the 
Bill East India stock will become a Government or Parliamen- 
tary stock within the definition given by Wood, V.C. The 
consequence will be that this stock may, under the provi- 
sions of many settlements, be adopted for investment without 
any breach of trust. Yet it is the opinion of some persons that 
the creditor's security will not be bettered by the changes con- 
templated by the Bill. 


RE-INVESTMENT OF PURCHASE-MONEY IN CouRT—CosTs. 
Re Jones's Settled Estates, 6 W. R. 614. 


By an Act of Will. 4, the corporation of the Trinity House 
was empowered to purchase certain lighthouses at that time 
the property of private persons, and the costs reasonably in- 
curred relating to the re-investment of purchase-money in 
land were to be paid by the corporation. The Skerries Light- 

on the coast of Pembrokeshire, had been made the sub- 

ject of a settlement, and a portion of the purchase-money for 
it had been paid into court. Previously to presenting a petition 
the re-investment of a portion of the money so paid in, an 
abstract of the titleof the land proposed to be purchased was 
laid before the counsel of the purchaser for his approval. ‘The 
abstract was then laid before the conveyancing counsel of the 
Court, who, after consultation with the counsel of the pur- 
chaser, approved the title. The taxing-master allowed the 
of the counsel of the court for perusing the abstract and 
settling the conveyance, but disallowed the fees paid to the 
Counsel of the purchaser. ‘The taxing-master was, however, 
Willing to allow such fees as had reference to difficulties in the 
‘title, on the ground that the removal of such difficulties had 





lessened the fees paid to the counsel of the court. But, on a 
petition to review the taxation, it was held by Stuart, V.C., that 
the whole of the fees in question should have been allowed. It 
was reasonable that the purchaser, before applying for an order 
for investment, should have laid the abstract before his own 
counsel for approval, The Vice-Chancellor remarked that, 
“when lands were taken compulsorily by a public body, and 
there was any question as to the costs relating to the re-invest- 
ment of the purchase-money of such lands, the purchaser 
should have the benefit of the doubt; for these costs were occa~ 
sioned not by his act, but by that of the public body.” 


MortGacE—REDEMPTION—Two EstTaTEs. 
Vint v. Padgett, 6 W. R. 641. 

The judgment of Stwart, V. C., in this case (6 W. R. 321— 
noticed by us, ante, p. 375), has been affirmed by the Lords 
Justices. The short facts were, that in 1818 one Cormack 
mortgaged C., to secure £2,200, and in 1822 he made a further 
charge upon it for £500. In 1825 Cormack mortgaged E. to 
another person for £1,800. In 1828 he mortgaged the equity 
of redemption in E., and in the principal part of C., to the de- 
fendant Lee, for securing £500. In 1853 all the moneys due 
on the mortgages of 1818, 1822, and 1825, were assigned, and 
all C. and E. were couveyed to the plaintiffs, subject to the 
existing equity of redemption. ‘The question was, whether the 
defendant Lee was entitled to redeem C. without also redeeming 
E.; and the Vice-Chancellor held that he was not so entitled. 
It was admitted that, shortly after the mortgage to Lee, all the 
persons interested in the prior mortgages had notice of that 
transaction. Knight Bruce, L. J., said, that the only arguable 
question was, whether notice was material, and, upon the 
authorities, he must hold that it was not. A second incum- 
brancer mus’ be deemed to take with knowledge that the two 
mortgages were liable to coalesce, and with knowledge also of 
the consequences. Turner, L. J., said, that if. notice had been 
material, it would have been necessary in all cases to allege in 
the pleadings want of notice; but no trace of any such allega- 
tion was to be found in the reports. 


-_ ———_—__-_—- ~ 
Cases at Common Law specially Enteresting to Attorneys. 


POLICE-CONSTABLE—AUTHORITY TO ARREST WITHOUT 
WARRANT. 


Hogg v. Ward, 6 W. R., Exch., 595. 


It is said by Blackstone (b. iv. c. 21) that a constable “ hath 
great, original, and inherent authority with regard to arrests. 
He may, without warrant, arrest any one for a breach of the 
peace, committed in his view, and carry him before a justice o 
the peace. And in case of felony actually committed, or a 
dangerous wounding whereby felony is likely to ensue, he may, 
upon probable suspicion, arrest the felon,” &c., &c. Mr. Serjeant 
Stephen, in his * Commentaries,” founded upon Blackstone, re- 
tains in effect this proposition, substituting, however,on the autho- 
rity, apparently, of the cases Davis v. Russell (5 Bing. 354), and 
Beckwith v. Philby (6 B. & Cr. 635), the word “ reasonable” in- 
stead of “probable.” So, in “ Burn’s Just.” (vol. i. p. 273), it is 
said that the constable is justified only in arresting without 
warrant where there exists “a reasonable charge and suspicion.” 
On the other hand, it appears that in the instructions for the 
guidance of constables, sanctioned by the Home Office, and 
issued to all police constables throughout the country, this 
qualification of the reasonable character of the charge is. not 
alluded to, but the constable is directed “to arrest any one he 
sees in the act of committing a felony, or whom another posi- 
tively charges with having commitied a felony, or whom one 
suspects of having committed a felony, if the suspicion appear 
to the constable to be well founded, and provided the person go 
with the constable.” According to these directions, it would 
certainly seem to be the duty of a police-constable to arrest 
one who has been positively charged before the officer by a third 
party with having committed a felony; since the provisos at 
the end apply only to the case of another stating his suspicion 
to the constable that such a one has committed a felony. The 
case under discussion, however, shows that if such is their true 
construction these directions are not authorised by law; and 
that’ though the constable is not required to satisfy himself, 
before arresting, of the reasonableness of the charge made, he- 
is not protected from the consequences of making the arrest, if 
the charge made is on the face of it unreasonable, however posi- 
tive it may be. Thus, remarked Mr. Baron Watson, if an idiot 
were to charge another with felony, the simple fact of the 
charge being positively made, would not render it reasonable 
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for the constable to arrest. So, also, it has been held that a 
charge made by a thief that another had feloniously received 
the property stolen, is of the same character, and does not pro- 
tect the officer acting on it (Isaacs v. Brand, 2 Stark. 167). 
And thus, too, in the case under discussion, where the constable 
arrested a respectable tradesman, with whom and with whose 
address he was well acquainted, on a charge made by a third 
party, to the effect, that certain traces belonging to him had 

stolen by the person arrested, who, on being asked by the 
constable how he came by them, replied, that he had bought them 
some months ago from one who said he had picked them up on 
the road—the Court of Exchequer unanimously determined 
that the charge so made was unreasonable, and would not pro- 
tect the constable from the consequences of having made the 
arrest. 

It may be remarked that the judges in this case, in obedience 
to a time-honoured custom, much observed among them, care- 
fully refrained from expressing any opinion beyond what was 
actually necessary for the purpose of disposing of the matter 
immediately before them, which, in this instance, happened to be 
a rule to set aside a verdict, which had been obtained against 
the constable, and enter it in his favour. They therefore 
would not say whether the question of reasonableness or other- 
wise was one of fact or of law—in other words, whether it is a 
matter to be decided by the jury on the evidence before them, 
or by the judge, as a presumption in law, conclusively flowing 
from the facts. Mr. Baron Martin said, moreover, that each 
particular case is to be judged according to its own circum- 
stances, and that it is not necessary, nor indeed possible, to lay 
down any rule generally applicable. Taken altogether, it 
appears to us that this case may well tend to frustrate the ends 
of justice. The danger seems greater, that constables should 
be dissuaded by ignorance or timidity from attending to charges, 
with the fear of an action before their eyes, than that innocent 
persons should be arrested on extravagant or idle accusations. 


PracTicE—ERRoR IN THE House oF Lorps—JUDGMENTS 
GIVEN PRO FORMA. 


Reg. v. Smith, 6 W. R., Exch. C., 597. 


In cases where such a course has been the wish of all the 
parties to the record, it has not been unusual for one of the 
superior courts of law to pronounce a judgment pro forma, and 
without argument, in order that the decision of a court of error 
may at once be taken on thé point in question, and thereby a 
saving effected both of time and expense. This is occasionally 
done, for example, where the Court from which the record issues 
is bound to pronounce its judgment in accordance with some 
case governing that before them, decided in the same court or 
in a court of co-ordinate jurisdiction, but on the principle of 
which further argument may be thought desirable. In the case 
under discussion this practice was sought to be extended so as 
to pass on a judgment which had been pronounced pro forma 
by the Queen's Bench directly to the House of Lords without 
being first considered by the Exchequer Chamber; but that 
Court intimated that it would be a “ most improper thing ” for 
them to accede to such an application, pointing out the distinc- 
tion between such a practice in'the case of a court of primary, 
and one of appellate, jurisdiction. 


COMMISSION TO EXAMINE WITNESSES ABROAD, FORM OF 
ORDER FOR. 


Bulham v. Mears, 6 W. R., Exch., 597. 


This is a decision elucidatory of the form to be observed in 
drawing up an order for the issue of a commission to examine 
witnesses out of the jurisdiction upon interrogatories. There 
are several recent cases as to the degree of precision which is 
required. In one of these, Greville v. Stultz (11 Q. B. 1015), 
it was held that, by the terms of the statute authorising such 
orders, viz. 1 Will. 4, c. 22, it was essential that they should 
direct the examination to be held at some particular place out 
of the jurisdiction ; and, consequently, that an order, not ex- 
pressing itself to that effect, but leaving the place to be col- 
lected only inferentially, was defective. It was held in this 
_game case, that the order was also defective, in not specifying 
the time at which the examination should take place, and the 
proceedings be returned to the office of the court. From 
another case, however, reported at page 1015 of the same 
volume (Simms v. Henderson), it appears, with regard to place, 
that such a general direction as that the examination is to he 
at “Newfoundland” will suffice ; and, as to time, that it is 
only essential to fix the period before which the proceed- 


commission issuing on, and proceedings taken under, an 
order defective in either of the above particulars are not void, 
but irregular only; and that it is essential, therefore, that the 
party who would impugn them on that account, should com. 
lain before he has taken any further step after the defects 

ve become known to him, and within a reasonable time, in 
compliance with Reg. Gen., H. T., 1853; Pr. rr. 135, 136. 
The case under discussion does not add anything additional to 
the above points, judicially determined, but the objections made 
to the order were precisely the same as those ineffectively 
before the Queen’s Bench in Simms v. Henderson, and met with 
the same fate. 


MEASURE OF DAMAGES IN ACTIONS OF CONTRACT. 
Portman v. Middleton, 6 W. R., C. P., 598. 


This is another case in which the rule laid down in Hadley 
v. Bazendale, of which we had occasion lately to speak,* has 
been noticed and confirmed. That rule, it will be remembered, 
is to the effect, that where two parties have made a contract 
which one of them has broken, the damages which the other 
party is entitled to receive in respect of such breach are those 
only which can fairly and reasonably be considered as arising 
thereout in the usual course of things, or as having been in the 
contemplation of both parties, on making the contract, as the 
probable result of its breach. In the case under discussion, 
the plaintiff had been engaged by one S. to do for him certain 
work. For the performance of this work the plaintiff sub- 
contracted with the defendant, by whom it was so ill done that 
the plaintiff had to pay money to S. in consequence of the 
breach of contract with him. ‘This money the Court held the 
plaintiff could not recover from the defendant, as there was 
nothing in the evidence which could lead to the conclusion 
that when the sub-contract to do the work was made, the 
plaintiff and defendant had in their minds the contingency of 
the former having to pay money to S. if such sub-contract was 
broken. 


PLEADING, UNDER THE Common Law Procepure Act, IN 
LIBEL AND SLANDER. 
Hemmings v. Gasson, 6 W. R., Q. B., 601. 

Before the Common Law Procedure Act, 1852, it was held 
for law by the Exchequer Chamber, in the case of Sturt v. Blagg 
(10 Q. B. 908), and see also Broome v. Gadsden (1 C. B. 728), 
that it was for the judge and not the jury to say whether a 
publication charged as libellous in a declaration, is capable of 
the meaning ascribed to it by the inuendo, and that the judge 
being satisfied that it is capable, it then becomes the province 
of the jury to say whether the publication has the meaning se 
ascribed to it; in other words, that a declaration inartificially 
framed in this respect was open to general demurrer or arrest 
of judgment. It was, however, in effect, provided by the 61st 
section of that Act, that in actions of libel and slander, the 
declaration shall be good if the words or matter set forth dis- 
close a cause of action without reference to the inuendo; or, 
in the words of the Act, “ when the words or matter set 
forth with or without the alleged meaning show a cause of 
action, the declaration shall be sufficient.” In the case under 
discussion, it appears that the above provision was intended to 
alter the law as laid down in Sturt v. Blagg, and to throw upon 
the jury in all cases the duty of saying whether the words or 
matter alleged and proved were used in a defamatory sense or 
not. 

ATTORNEY AND CLIENT—-LIEN ON DocuMENTs FoR CosTs— 
MONEY PAID UNDER PROTEST. 


Reeve v. Palmer, 1 Fost, & Fin. 48. 


This was an action of detenue against an attorney for detain- 
ing certain deeds and documents, with a count for money had 
and received. It appeared that in 1851, one T. gave instruc- 
tions to the defendant, his attorney, to prepare a 
of gift, assigning to the plaintiff T.’s property, including 
a sum of £100 out on mortgage. This deed was, in fact, 
prepared by the defendant, and executed by T., but remained 
in the defendant’s possession. In 1853, another deed was 
pared by the defendant in substitution of the above of 
gift. In 1854, the defendant received the £100 secured by mort- 
gage, and it was then agreed by T. agd the plaintiff that out 
of that money the defendant should retain his costs for prepat- 
ing the deeds. In 1856, T. died, and left his property to parties 
other than the plaintiff; who, on applying:to the defendant, was 
informed that the deed of gift had been destroyed, and that 
the deed of assignment had been lost. The defendant, bee 
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ever, had preserved a copy of this last, which he refused to 
ver until his costs were paid in pursuance of the above 

ent out of the £100; and these costs, to the amount of 
£85, having been thereupon paid by the plaintiff under protest, 
he now sued the defendant for the deeds and for the money he 
had so paid.~ Under these circumstances, the judge directed a 
verdict to be entered for the defendant on the detenue count, but 
for the plaintiff on the money count. The Court, however, from 
which the record issued, granted the plaintiff a rule to set aside 
the verdict on the detenue count. 

As far as this case can be understood from the report, it 
would seem that the Court took a different view from the judge, 
and held that the defendant had no lien for his costs on the 
deeds in question. If so, it may be presumed to have been the 
Court’s opinion that the general lien was waived by the agree- 
iment that these costs should be paid out of the £100 received 
by the defendant, and that the plaintiff had, moreover, a right 
to recover the money he paid under protest to obtain the pos- 
session of the deeds in question. It does not appear by the 
report what, in fact, became of the £100. If the defendant 

over this stim to T. before he died, it seems a hard case 

t he should be driven to a cross action, particularly as the 
plaintiff was privy, if not assenting, to the original retention 
of the deeds by the defendant. 


en 


Professional Ttntelligenee. 


——— 


INCORPORATED SOCIETY OF SOLICITORS OF 
IRELAND. 


The following important petition has lately been addressed 
to the House of Commons :— 

To the Right Honourable and Honourable the Knights, Citizens, 
and Burgesses of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland in Parliament assembled : r 

The Petition of the President, Vice-Presidents, and Council of 
the Incorporated Society of the Attorneys and Solicitors of 
Ireland, on behalf of themselves and the other Attorneys and 
Solicitors practising in that part of the United Kingdom: 

Sheweth—-That, previously to the Irish Act of 7th Geo. 2, ¢. 5, 

the right to exercise the profession of attorney-at-law in Ire- 

land was attained by persons binding themselves to, or placing 
themselves in the office of, some admitted attorney for a cer- 
tain period, and afterwards applying to one of the courts of 
law in Ireland for liberty to practise as an attorney in such 
court; but by that statute it was enacted, that no person should 
be admitted to practise as an attorney-at-law who had not 
served for five years as an apprentice to an attorney of one of 
the courts of law in Ireland,—the fact of service to be ascer- 
tained by affidavit, as therein provided, and the indenture of 

apprenticeship to be registered. . 

No examination was prescribed by the Act of Geo. 2, and 
accordingly the statute of 13th & 14th Geo. 3, c. 23, was 
enacted, whereby certain moral examiners were appointed; and 
it was provided that no person should be admitted unless his 
master had been articled, had served an apprenticeship, and had 
been admitted according to the before-mentioned statute of the 
7th Geo, 2, c. 5. 

Three statutes have since been passed, viz. the Ist & 2nd 
Geo. 4, 6. 48, the 3rd Geo. 4, c. 16, and the 7th Geo. 4, c. 44, 
enabling graduates of Oxford, Cambridge, and Dublin, to apply 
and be admitted on three years’ service instead of five, if degree 
obtained previously to the apprentice being indentured; and, 
by the 14th & 15th Vict. c. 88, s. 2, it is further enacted, that 
every student of the University of Dublin or of the Queen’s 
colleges, who shall attend any prescribed lectures, and pass any 
prescribed examination of the professors of the faculty of law 
in the University of Dublin, or in any of the Queen’s colleges, 
for a period of two collegiate years, shall not be obliged to serve 
under articles more than four years, one of which may be 
cohtemporaneous with his collegiate studies. 

That the foregoing are the statutes regulating the apprentice- 
ship examination and admission of attorneys-at-law in Ireland, 
honé of which have any reference to, or require the apprentice 
attorney to become a member of, or to comply with, any 
rules laid down by any inn of court. 

That the only body in Ireland analogous to the inns of 
Court in England is the Society of the King’s Inns, at Dublin, 
Which is entirely self-constituted, and not ineorporated, but 
governed by a body called benchers, who are elected by them- 
selves from the members of the bar. Attorneys did not origi- 
hally belong to the society as members, nor was ‘it confined to 








members of the legal profession, but included peers, lords- 
deputies, and others. Attorneys, however, were occasionall 
elected members; but it was at the wish of the individual, an 
not by compulsion. 

That about the period of the passing of the Act of the 7th 
Geo. 2, the then benchers of this voluntary society assumed a 
right to control persons seeking to become apprentices to attor- 
neys, and even attorneys themselves, and, in the year 1794, thé 
benchers more fully assumed such power, and published rules 
for the regulation of the profession of attorney and_ solicitor, 
and by those rules claimed a right to exercise, and do now 
actually exercise, the power of compelling persons seeking to 
become apprentices to attorneys to comply with those rules, 
and to pay considerable fees, and also compel persons having 
completed their apprenticeship to pay further fees, and to be- 
come members of the society—a certificate of compliance with 
which rules is considered by the several superior courts of law 
necessary, previously to any person being admitted, sworn, and 
enrolled as an attorney-at-law. 

That the benchers of the King’s Inns are at present, and 
have, ever since 1792, been, composed of the judges of the 
superior courts, the masters in Chancery, the law officers of the 
Crown, and barristers, who are generally, but not always, of 
the rank of Queen’s Counsel, although by a charter granted to 
them in 1792, which was surrendered in 1793, the Lord Chan- 
cellor and judges, on becoming such, ceased to be benchers, and 
became visitors. 

That your petitioners anxiously desire the improvement of 
professional status, which is to be mainly insured by an educa- 
tional test to those seeking admission; but they find that the 
several Acts of Parliament, and the rules made by the benchers 
of the King’s Inns, are insufficient to prevent improper and un- 
educated persons from becoming apprentices, and from subse- 
quently obtaining admission into the profession. 

That the statutes relating to the profession of attorney in 
England provide for the making of rules and regulations for 
the education and qualification of apprentices; and the attor- 
neys and solicitors there are not obliged to become members of, 
or to pay any fees or other taxes to, any inn of court, their 
admission being solely regulated by the statutes and by rules 
made pursuant thereto by the judges. 

That the benchers of the King’s Inns impose and levy a tax 
of no less a sum than 13/2. 11s. 3d., payable by each person 
seeking to become an attorney, which includes a sum of 107. 10s, 
as a deposit for chambers, to be provided by the benchers; and 
although this sum has been paid by every attorney, and by 
every applicant who may have been refused admission by the 
courts, since 1793, the attorneys, as a body or individually, 
have not derived the promised benefit from such payment, such 
chambers never having been built; but the benchers, about the 
year 1840, when erecting certain buildings at the four courts, 
allocated and furnished a hall and other apartments for the use 
of the members of the profession, and which are now atcupied 
by the Incorporated Society of the Attorneys and Solicitors of 
Ireland. 

That a stamp duty of £80 is payable on the indentures of 
every attorney's apprentice in Ireland, out of which the benchers 
receive a sum of £14, and from all persons seeking to become 
attorneys, other large fees; and the benchers have, from the 
year 1795 to 1832, actually received from these sources upwards 
of £92,000 sterling, as appears by a return made to Parliament 
in 1832; and if to this sum be added the amount paid to them 
on the same account since 1832, it will appear, that, during the 
last sixty-four years, the benchers have received considerably 
more than £100,000, while they have neither provided cham- 
bers, nor marked out any course of study or legal education 
for apprentices, nor provided lectures for professional improve- 
ment; and all the advantage derived by attorneys from their 
connection with that Society is a limited privilege of using a 
library, and the liberty of dining at the King’s Inns during 
term, at their own expense, And, although the attorneys are 
called members of the King’s Inns, and contribute so very 
largely to its funds, they have no voice in the management, of 
its concerns—no control over the application of its revenues, 
and, in fact, are members only in name. 

That your petitioners seek an inquiry, with the object of 
removing the evils complained of, and in the hope of increasing 
the respectability and efficiency of their profession; and they 
rély*with confidence on the justice and wisdom of Parliament 
to grant the relief sought, which they feel satisfied will promote 
the interest of all other classes of society, as well as of the 
members of their own profession, and remove the most serious 
grievance of which they complain, namely, that there are not 
in this country (as in England) any means of enforcing that 
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preliminary literary and professional education which they 
submit is absolutely necessary to insure the efficient discharge 
of the duties devolving upon all members of the profession. 

That there is not any reason why members of one branch of 
the legal profession should control or regulate the other, as the 
benchers of the King’s Inns assume to do with respect to the 
attorneys and solicitors, without in any way consulting their in- 
terests, wishes, or opinions. 

That, as such members of the society of the King’s Inns, your 
petitioners submit that asa matter of right their profession 
should fully and equally participate in whatever privileges the 
society enjoys, and have an equal voice in the management of 
its concerns; or, if this be not conceded, that they should be 
relieved from the control of the benchers of that society, and 
have instead thereof a governing body elected from their own 
profession (such governing body, however, to be subject to the 
control of the judges of the superior courts), and that the fees 
now paid tothe King’s Inn Society by apprentices should be 
paid tosuch governing body; and that it should be empowered 
to enforce a proper system of education for young gentlemen 
intended for the profession, and to establish a court of examiners 
for the examination of apprentices, not only previous to their 
admission as attorneys, but also to their being bound, and 
thereby to insure a proper literary as well as professional 
education, the present test of fitness for admission being merely 
a money test, in the form of payment of certain fees and stamp 
duties, and the only test of the acquirements of the intended 
apprentice being his making a most vague and unsatisfactory 
affidavit that he has been at certain schools, and has been 
instructed in the “usual manner” in such and such books, 
which affords no evidence or proof whatever of the advantages 
he has derived from such instruction. 

That your petitioners have, on several occasions, applied to 
your Honourable House, and had returns moved for, with respect 
to the funds of the Society of the King’s Inns, but such returns 
have been invariably furnished in a manner so vague, imperfect, 
and unsatisfactory, as not to afford your petitioners the inform- 
ation sought, thereby proving almost valueless for practical 


That, in 1846, a select committee of your Honourable House 
was appointed to inquire into the then state of legal education 
in England and Ireland, and the means for its improvement 
and extension, and such committee, on the 25th of August, 
1846, made a report, which concluded by a series of resolutions, 
from which petitioners beg leave to quote those which relate to 
the subject of legal education as regards Ireland; viz.— 


1. That the present state of legal education in England and Ireland in 
reference to the classes, professional and unprofessional, concerned, to the 
extent and nature of the studies pursued, the time employed, and the faci- 
lity with which instruction may be obtained, is extremely unsatisfactory 
and incomplete, and exhibits a st: contrast and inferiority to such 
education, provided as it is with ample means and a judicious system for 
their application, at present in operation in all the more civilized states of 


oe . 

3. it it may, therefore, be asserted as a general fact, to which there 
are very few exceptions, that the student, professional and unprofessional, 
is left almost solely to his own individual exertions, industry, and oppor- 
tunities, and that no legal education worthy of the name, of a public 
nature, is at this moment to be had in either country. 

23. That, to give the same constitution and character of the society of 
the King’s Inn, Dublin, to which analogous duties and powers should be 
entrusted, it would be advisable that it should previously be incorporated, 
but so as to guard and secure the relative rights and obligations of the two 
branches of the profession. 

25. That, in providing for the special legal education of the solicitor, a 
stringent examination should be required, in proof of a sound general edu- 
cation having been gone through previous to admission to apprenticeship. 
That this examination should embrace, in addition to the ordinary acquire- 
ments of a so-called commercial education, a competent knowledge of at 
least Latin, geography, history, the elements of mathematics and ethics, 
and one or more modern 

26. That, for the further education of the solicitor, it would be highly 
advisable he should also have, even whilst articled clerk, opportunities for 
attendance on certain classes of lectures in the inns of court, and also on 
others of a nature more special to his own profession, in the law society of 
which he might happen to be a member. 

33. That for this purpose delegates should be invited to meet from the 
inns of court, the King’s Inn, and the Solicitors’ Societies, Dublin, and 
communications for the same purpose should be had with the universities. 


That the subject of providing for the legal education of 
attorneys’ apprentices has long occupied the attention of your 
petitioners, but they have found it difficult to devise any satis- 
factory plan for carrying it out, having regard to the fact, that 
the society is neither provided with funds for the purpose, nor 
possessed of any jurisdiction over apprentices, or other autho- 
rity to make orders or regulations, and that the examiners 

inted to the several courts, pursuant to the said statute of 
13th & 14th Geo.3, c. 23, consider that they have not juris- 
diction to inquire into the education and fitness of apprentices 














That your petitioners have considered the suggestions con- 
tained in the resolutions extracted from the report of the select 
committee of your Honourable House, and are impressed with 
the conviction that the time has arrived when some effectual 
step should be taken to carry them into effect; so as to have 
a sound system of education, general and legal, established for 
their apprentices. 

Your petitioners therefore submit, that, in providing for the 
education of the attorney and solicitor, a stringent test should 
be required, either by personal examination, or the production 
of proper certificates, in proof of a sound general education 
having been gone through previous to admission to appentice- 
ship, as recommended by resolution No. 25, above quoted. And 
it would be highly advisable he should also have, even whilst 
an articled clerk, opportunities for attendance on certain classes 
of lectures on the general principles of law, on the practice of 
the Courts, and in the principles and practice of conveyancing, 
and the other branches of his duties as an attorney and solicitor, 
And that a certificate of attendance and examination should be 
required, as a condition for admission to the profession. 

That it should be in the power either of the governmg body 
of the Incorporated Society of the Attorneys and Solicitors of 
Ireland, or of such, other body as may be appointed for that 
purpose, to admit the certificates of attendance on lectures in 
the universities, to a certain extent, as exempting from attend- 
ance on their own lectures. 

Your petitioners, therefore,respectfully pray that your Honour- 
able House will be pleased to take the subject of their petition 
into your early and favourable consideration, and to adopt such 
measures as may be deemed expedient for carrying into effect the 
recommendations contained in the said parliamentary report, as 
regards the subject of the legal education of attorneys in Ire- 
land; and that your Honourable House will be pleased to have 
an humble address presented to her Majesty, to issue her royal 
commission of inquiry (to be sped in Ireland) into the consti- 
tution, state of the funds, and objects of the Society of King’s 
Inns, Dublin, and especially in relation to its control over, and 
duties towards, the attorneys and solicitors of Ireland and their 
apprentices, and with the further view of regulating the govern- 
ment of their profession in Ireland, and afford your petitioner 
such relief in the premises as to your Honourable House shall 
seem meet; and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever 
pray. 


> 
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Correspondence. 


EDINBURGH.—(From our own Correspondent.) 


There is still much speculation about the changes which are 
likely to take place when the Lord Advocate goes upon the 
bench. One fact is accepted as quite certain, viz. that the 
Solicitor-General Baillie .will become Lord Advocate; but 
beyond this, at least as far as the public is concerned, all is 
conjecture; and you must therefore understand that what fol- 
lows is so given, although I believe you will find, when the time 
comes to prove it, that it is not far from the truth. In your last 
number you quote a paragraph from a Scotch paper, which 
places Mr. A. T. Boyle at the head of the list of candidates for 
the Solicitor-Generalship. I don’t think that this is a probable 
appointment, although no doubt he has established a stronger 
claim upon the Conservative party than any other man at the 
bar. I think it much more likely, that, if he is to receive any 
office at present, he will get the Sheriffdom of Perth, and that 
Mr. David Mure, who at present holds that office, will be made 
Solicitor-General. Some people affect to doubt that Mr. Mure 
will receive the appointment, because he has never been 
reckoned a zealous supporter of Lord Derby's Government, and 
was even considered an opponent; but there are reasons which 
make it desirable to forget any trifling mistakes which may 
have been made. 

It is not likely that Mr. Baillie will remain long Lord Advo- 
cate, as either Lord. Murray or Lord Wood, or perhaps both, 
will probably retire at the end of the summer session. 
either event Mr. Baillie will probably go on the bench, an 
event which will be regarded with much satisfaction by all 
parties; for although an excellent business man, his forte is not 
public oratory, and it is understood thathe dislikes public con- 
tention extremely. His want of readiness as a speaker is no 
doubt a great misfortune; but there are not a few who believe 
that he will, nevertheless, make an excellent public officer. 
He is possessed of a remarkably sound judgment; he is cautious 
without being obstructive; indefatigable in business; accessible 
and courteous to every one he comes in contact with; and 
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differs with a charm of manner which goes far to disarm 

He is extremely liberal in his views as to law reform, 

at the same time far from rash. He is equally liberal in his 
politics, much more so than the present Lord Advocate; 

and if he succeeds him at Stamford, he may probably astonish 

the electors there, if he is allowed to speak out. 

An important exchange of offices has taken place between 
Mr. J. M. Lindsay, who was one of the principal clerks of ses- 
sion, who has been for some time in very delicate health, and 
Mr. Archibald M‘Neill, who was Director of Chancery. The 
salary attached to the office first mentioned is £1000 a year; 
to the latter £600. The duties attaching to the directorship of 
Chancery are very light; but the duty of a principal clerk of 
is not heavy; he has a vacation of about six months 
duration, and nearly his whole duty consists in attendance 
upon the Court during session, in order to write out judgments. 

This arrangement will have the curious effect of placing as 
one of the cipal clerks in the Second Division, over which 
the t Advocate will come to preside, the brother of 
the Lord Justice General, who presides over the First Division, 
in which the brother of the present Lord Advocate sits as one 
of the principal clerks. 
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Rehbiew. 


A Practical Treatise on Divorce and Matrimonial Jurisdiction 
under the Act of 1357 and New Orders, By Joun FRASER 
MacquEen, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law. Lon- 
don: W. Maxwell; H, Sweet; and V. & R. Stevens & G, S. 

Norton; and J. Ridgway. 1858. 


It would be doing & great injustice to this Practical Treatise, 
and to its accomplished author, to judge of it by the require- 
ments of a “ Practice” for the New Divorce Court, in the sense 
that Archbold and others have used that word in relation to 
the superior Courts of law. At the time Mr. Macqueen pub- 
lished—viz. early in the t year—no materials whatever 
for such a fabrication existed. The Court itself had been open 
for business a few weeks only, and the Act, with the Orders 
founded thereon, though they gave abundant and succulent 
food for the imagination, furnished forth but the driest of bones 
for the hungry practitioner. Under these circumstances two 
courses were open to Mr. Macqueen. To comment upon the 
Att prospectively—bringing to the task his very extensive and 

knowledge of the subject, and the stores of learning 
collected by himself from other countries, which should have 
been, but were not, the foundation of our own new legislation; 
or else to stay his hand altogether till a sufficient number of 
_ had been judicially determined to supply the materials 
& Practice, Mr. Macqueen adopted the former alternative, 
and the present volume is the result. 

Now that six months have elapsed, though many weary 
couples have been relieved from their chains, the number of 
_o cases in the new court is still not very great. 

attentive consideration of these being calculated to test, 
though very severely, the value of Mr. Macqueen’s book as a 
“ Practical T ” we have undertaken the task; and the 
opinion we have formed at the conclusion of our investigation 
is highly favourable, inasmuch as though on many of the points 
of procedure now determined the treatise contains no specific 
directions, yet this arises from the barrenness of materials, and 
not from the want either of thought or information. The work 
teems with evidence that it has been written by one thoroughly 
up to his subject; and in many instances the shallows of the 
Act have been correctly sounded, and able suggestions made to 
poly their deficiencies from the law of other countries. 
think it may not prove uninteresting to our readers if 
we briefly notice the chief of the cases which we have 
considered with the object above mentioned, and most 
of which have been very recently published by Drs. Swabey 
and Tristram. It will be seen that they affect almost 
exclusively the 6th, 7th, 10th, 11th, 15th, 16th, and 29nd 
chapters of Mr. pe work; and that they are 
altogether beside the subject matter of the four introductory 
These Jast are devoted to an inquiry into the conflict 
of and Scotch law on marriage, divorce, and separation, 
and to a short bit remarkably clear account of the different 
efforts to work a reform of our system; which, the fruit of the 
Report of the Divorce Commission laid before Parliament 
in 1858, were consummated under the auspices of the late Lord 
Chancellor by the 20 & 21 Viet. 0. 86. this part of the 
‘we had space at our command sufficient to allow 





us to glean something for the entertainment of our readers; 
but, as it is, we can only stop to remark that Mr. Macqueen 
states that ninety-five Scotch divorces were decreed in . the five 
years following the year 1836; and from this he thinks some 
idea may be formed of the ultimate business which will be 
likely to arise in the English Court, if it be borne in mind that 
our own population exceeds that of the sister country in the 
proportion of nineteen millions to three millions. The average 
expense of dissolving a marriage in Scotland appéars not to 
exceed £30, even when the application to the Court of Session 
is opposed. Wl+» tvs opposed the cost is considerably less. 

To commence, the.., v.. «otes of the decided cases, we pass 
immediately to Mr. Macqueen’s 5th chapter, “ Of Divorce,” in 
which are explained the different grounds on which that remedy 
is now granted in England at the suit of the wife, and; 
amongst these, is that of adultery committed by the husband, 
accompanied, or “coupled,” as the Act phrases it, with deser- 
tion. The only petition for this cause which appears to have 
been hitherto discussed, is that of Pyne v. Pyne,* from which we 
learn that it must distinctly avow the fact of the desertion, and 
not merely state a number of circumstances from which that 
fact may be inferred. This is merely an adaptation to the rules 
of pleading to be observed in the new Court of that which pre- 
vails at common Jaw, and which prevents matter of evidence 
being pleaded. 

The next passage in Mr. Macqueen’s work on which light 
has now been thrown occurs at page 38, where the provisions 
of the Act are stated with regard to making the alleged adul- 
terer a co-respondent to the petition. By one of these the Court 
may dispense with his being so made on special grounds ; but in 
Ex parte Armitage,t it was held that the circumstance of the 
husband having already recovered damages and costs against 
the alleged adulterer in the abolished action of crim. con. is not 
such “ special ground ” as iscontemplated by the statute. With 
respect to the petition (which may be amended, if necessary, 
Wright v. Wrightt), it may be further observed, that the ecir- 
cumstances in which the general rule, requiring personal ser- 
vice thereof, will be dispensed with, are illustrated by Row- 
botham v. Rowbotham,§ and by Chandler v. Chandler.|| In the 
first of these cases, the Judge areas | expressed doubt 
whether, in a proceeding for dissolution of marriage, he had 
power to dispense with it at all. The next case we shall men- 
tion, viz. Tourle v. Tourle,{ supplies some guide as to the 
affidavit of verification required in support of the plea or an- 
swer of a respondent’s wife to a petition charging her with adul- 
tery. As to this, the Act itself is silent; but the 15th of the 
Rules and Orders requires every answer, which shall contain © 
matter other than a simple denial of the facts stated on the peti- 
tion, to be accompanied with such affidavit. Now, among the 
peremptory bars to divorce collected in the 7th chapter are “ con- 
nivance” and “ condonation ” on the part of the husband; and, 
from the above case, it appears that, even in such pleas as these, 
the rule must be complied with—the woman swearing that the 
adultery, if any, was connived at or condoned. We think that 
Mr. Macqueen must have had this difficulty in his mind, when, 
among authorities and illustrations, he cited from Hi 
the doctrine, that “the wife may deny her own guilt, but, at 
the same time, say that, even if she had been guilty, the hus- 
band’s conduct is a bar."—P. 119. 

Several points have now been decided as to alimony. Thus, 
in Deane v. Deane,** which was a suit for a judicial separation 
on the ground of the adultery of the husband, the Judge 
Ordinary decreed the moiety of an income of £164 as per- 
manent alimony to the wife—there being eight children of the 
marriage, none of whom were with the husband. On the other 
hand, in Tomkins v. Tomkins{t, where the ground was cruelty, 
and the alimony applied for only pendente lite, a fifth of an 
income of £300 was considered sufficient. Hayward v. Haywardtt 
also is a very useful case on the subject of the amount of 
alimony, as in the judgment Sir C. Cresswell minutely explained 
the calculation he had made as to the husband's property. 
Alimony pendente lite will only, it seems, be decreed where 
the husband appears to the petition, as in other cases the 
wife’s suit may be carried through without any delay; and from 
Saunders v. Saunders§§ we learn, that when permanent alimony 
has been decreed in a petition grounded on the husband's cruelty 
it will not be reduced by reason of the wife’s afterwards acquiring 
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from other sources an increase of income. These cases should 
‘be carefully noted in studying pp. 9, 59, and 63 of the 
Treatise. 

“ Judicial separation,” says Mr. Macqneen, “ is a great im- 
provement upon divorce a mens& et thoro.” Not only does the 
statutable diifer from the ecclesiastica] sentence in the grounds 
on which it is granted, but it provides for the children; it 
restores to the wife the same social position as she. would have 
enjoyed by the natural dissolution of the coverture, with regard 
at least to any property which she may thereafter acquire; and 
it may order arrangements as to property, which a renewal of 
cohabitation will not set aside. Moreover, this proceeding is not 
hampered with the absurd bond for chastity required by 
the Ecclesiastical Court from the party seeking a decree for 
separation. With regard to the procedure on a petition for this 
remedy, the case above mentioned, of Deane v Deane*, contains 
some information; and is besides remarkable as being the 
first decree of the new court for a separation, founded exclu- 
sively on viva voce evidence. In this case, too, it was laid down 
(as it was afterwards more deliberately in the full court, in the 
vory recent case of Robinson v. Lane), that the new tribunal in 
matters of evidence is strictly confined within the limits of 
Lord Brsugham’s Evidence Amendment Act, 1851, as well as 
by the general rules of evidence observed in the superior courts 
at Westminster. We may remark by the way that the substi- 
tution of these rules for those required by the canonists, is one 
of the most satisfactory changes which the 20 & 21 Vict. c. 85, 
has produced. What an undesirable law was that which 
governed the case of Evans v. Evans, mentioned by Mr. Mac- 
queen among his “authorities and illustrations,” and which 
strikes us as so singular, that we quote what our author says 
concerning it, at the expense of some digression. The husband, 
in this instance, “having suspected his dishonour, returned one 
day early from shooting, and proceeded suddenly, accompanied 
by a female servant, to his wife’s room, where they found her in 
bed in the arms of her paramour; against that person the hus- 
band in due time recovered a verdict for £500 damages. The 
evidence of adultery in the Ecclesiastical Court depended on 
the testimony of the female servant. That evidence had satis- 
fied the jury, it did not, however, satisfy the learned judge of 
the Ecclesiastical Court; who rested his decision not on any 
objection to the conduct of the husband, which had been alto- 
gether blameless, nor on any doubt as to the veracity of the 
witness, whose character was unimpeachable, but simply and 
solely on this ground:—that the testimony of a single witness, 
however positive and distinct, did not of itself constitute that 
full degree of proof, that plena probatio, required by the eccle- 
siastical courts. He therefore dismissed Mr. Evans's suit.” 

Curtis v. Cui tis t is the only case we have discovered turning 
on the subject matter of Mr. Macqueen’s 5th chapter, viz. 
the custody, maintenance, and education of the children in case 
of divorce, judicial separation, and nullity. Mrs. Curtis took 
proceedings to obtain a judicial separation on the ground of 
cruelty, and the question was as to the custody of the children 
pendente lite. It being stated in the affidavit that the husband 
had been under restraint as a lunatic, and that, of the three 
children of the marriage, the youngest, five years of age, lived 
with the petitioner, while the two elder ones were in the cus- 
tody of a lady selected by, and at the expense of, the peti 
tioner's father, the Judge Ordinary refused to interfere with 
this arrangement; but he made it a condition that the futher 
should have reasonable access to his children, and notice of any 
change which took place in their residence. 

Hope vy. Hope}, and Hayward y. Hayward,§ the two next 
cases on our list, are among the most important that have 
arisen, as they decide principles rather than matters of 
practice. The first of these cases turned upon the point 
whether a wife can maintain a suit of this nature, after her own 
adultery was conclusively established in the course of a suit 
for divorce instituted by her against her husband on the ground 
of his adultery. This question, after being first argued in the 
Consistory Court, before the jurisdiction of that Court in mat- 
ters matrimonial was abolished, and afterwards before the Judge 
Ordinary, was decided by the latter against the wife, in a judg- 
ment which seems to exhaust all the learning on the subject to 
be found in the books, In the case of Hayward v. Hayward it 
was, in effect, held that the insanity of the wife is no bar to this 
proceeding on her part. A husband, said Sir C. Cresswell, is 
not entitled to turn a lunatic wife out of doors. He is bound 
to place her in proper custody, under proper care, If she has 








the misfortune to be insane, he is less than ever justified in 
putting her away. 

As might naturally have been expected, the provisions of the 
Act which protect a wife’s earnings after the desertion of her 
husband, have been chiefly resorted to by the poorer classes; 
and applications made to, and adjudicated on by, the police 
magistrates are soon forgotten. Mullineux v. Mullineux*, Ex 
parte Aldridge}, and Ex parte Hall{, however, are cases which 
have come before the Court; and these decide that the order 
must not specify the particular property which is to receive 
protection, and that the absence of a husband in the exercise 
of his ordinary occupation does not come within the meaning 
of the term “desertion” contemplated by the Act. The. last 
of the cases above-mentioned also shows, that, to support such 
an application to the Court for protection, no citation need be 
sued out or served. The relief prayed for may be granted on 
affidavit only. 

Such are the chief points of procedure as to which the law 
has been declared by the Judge Ordinary. They show how 
many questions still are likely to arise, and how impossible it 
is for the Legislature to anticipate them, or supply deficieucies, 
either by Acts or general rules. Some attempts at this, how- 
ever, are being made by the Amendment Bill now before Par- 
liament, and which will probably receive material additions 
before it becomes an Act. 

To pass for a moment from the consideration of particular 
cases to the general conclusions which the experience of the 
first six months of the new tribunal's existence authorize, it 
may be laid down, without much fear of contradiction, that the 
need for its establishment is conclusively shown by the number 
of the applications made for the exercise of its powers. It is, 
perhaps, true, that. the facility now afforded for obtaining a 
divorce is calculated to bring into activity domestic grievances, 
which would otherwise have long quietly smouldered, and 
perhaps have become gradually extinguished; but this is a less 
evil than that those to whom such grievances are intolerable, 
should, nevertheless, be altogether without remedy. It may 
also be asserted—and Lord Redesdale has asserted it roundly 
—that the very simplicity of the procedure of the Court in- 
duces the suspicion of undue precipitation. To dissolve nine 
or ten marriages a day may be very right, with regard to the 
circumstances of each particular case; but it. gives a handle 
for complaint to the opposers of the change, and it will be 
triumphantly urged that the verdict of a jury in an action for 
criminal conversation was at all events a better safeguard 
against collusion than any affidavit which can be required by 
the Court. But while we have lost this protection, such as it was, 
what has been gained in exchange? With regard, indeed, to the 
petition for damages by the outraged husband, the remark of 
Mr. Macqueen may be true enough, that the provision will pro- 
bably prove a dead letter, as the proceeding “ will be under the 
jealous eye, if not the frown, of the Court and jury;” but as 
long as the verdict of a jury upon evidence detailed in o 
court is required, and the publication of that evidence in the 
newspapers is endured, who shall say that one of the most in- 
tolerable incidents to the former proceeding,“ that disgrace to 
the nation,” is not in its full vigour? We apprehend, for 
example, that the mental hallucinations (if such they be) of 
Mrs. Robinson, as they appeared recently in the Times, tend as 
little to edification as any “crim. con.” case which ever car- 
ried its prurient particulars to the breakfast tables of our 
English homes, there to shock the modesty of the innocent, 
and, perhaps, sow the seeds of impurity. 


A Concise and Easy System of Book-keeping for Solicitors, gc., 
which has been in Use for nearly Fifty Years in the Offices of 
some of the most respectable Firms in London, fc. By WILLIAM 
MACKENZIE, Solicitor. Law Times Office. 1858, 


Notwithstanding the author in the title-page of his work 
assures us that the system of book-keeping which he proposes 
to explain “ has been in use for nearly fifty years, &c.,” the 
work itself furnishes an apt illustration of the truth of another 
assertion made by the author in his introductory remarks, 
“ that solicitors, generally speaking, are but indifferently ac- 
quainted with a knowledge of accounts.” 

A good work on the subject is still wanted. Few clerks in 
articles trouble themselves to keep “ the books” (even if per- 
mitted to do so); and therefore the young solicitor enters upon 
practice ignorant alike of the principle of accounts and the 
details of book-keeping, 

Rather than point out what is wanting in this work, let us 
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sketch briefly what we conceive to be the best system of keep- 
ing books, remarking that the books should be kept for two 
purposes, which, in regard to their relative importance, we should 
thus :— 
wr Of transactions attempted and completed for the client. 
9nd. Of cash received and paid. For as a rule the less 
solicitors have to do with holding their clients’ monies (the pro- 
per business of his banker) the better, both for themselves and 
their clients. 

When an agent is entrusted to act for another, in affairs 
which not unfrequently bear their fruits, say fifty years after 
they are transacted, the least that may be expected is, that he 
vill make some record for the guidance of those surviving 
him. (Stark. on Evidence, p. 474.) 

We press this as a matter of the first importance upon our 
professional friends, for the omission, when considered in 
reference to their own pecuniary interests, is venial, but when 
it entails injury on their clients it is vital. 

First, then—apart from any copy to be kept—let every letter 
received or sent out be recorded by name and postage in the 
Postage Book—in black and red ink—that the contrast may 
direct you in any after-search. 

The most important arrangements are made by letters, and 
it must be borne in mind that all letters received from third 
parties are the property of the client, and the solicitor will 
be responsible if due care be not taken of them. (Re Thomp- 
son, 20 Beav. 545.) 

Then let adaily list be kept of all persons calling, and let 
the time thereof be recorded, and by whom attended to. 

Every clerk should note down his work and employment, and 
let these entries, with your own, be collated and posted, de die in 
diem, to the client’s name. 

In causes; have such a book for entries as the clerks in court 
used to keep—viz. one wherein the date of each step in the 
cause is recorded, and mr, names of all solicitors acting for 
opposing parties are entered. 

In conveyancing matters; let all deeds received and 
despatched be noted in the deed book, and—remembering that 
few firms of good practice hold less than many thousand pounds’ 
worth of deeds or securities—this is not an unimportant duty. 
As to drafts and papers, in both branches of business, it must 
be borne in mind that they are the client’s property, liable to 
be called for at any time, and if not given up to him in good 
order and assortment, an action may be brought for the 
cost of arranging them (North-Western Railway v. Sharp, 10 
Exch. 452). So much for transactions— most important— 
though not relating to cash. 

As to the latter, let the following course be pursued:— 

Do not mix large and petty disbursements together in the 
same accounts. 

Of petty disbursements, let the division be—1l. Cause dis- 
bursements; that is, disbursements to be charged (without 
profit) to the clients in causes or matters. 2. Office disburse- 
ments, clerks’ salaries, stationers’ work, and office expenses,— 
two accounts, which, as deductions from the gross bills, show 
the year’s profits. 

Let the first (if your business permits it) be posted to the 
client’s name (not in the ledger), and each cause separated, so 
that the cost thereof of each client’s business may be easily 
ascertained. 


OF cash (really such) keep a rough cash-book, in which 
every clerk instantly, on receipt of money, shall be bound to 
enter it in detail. Then follow the cash-book and ledger, in 
usual course. 

Now, probably, a young beginner will do without all these 
entries; but, if good fortune should favour him, he would be 
ata loss to carry on an increasing business without some such 
system. At any rate, to pursue only what the author recom- 
mends would, we fear, lead to no satisfactory result. In 
conclusion, we should divide the author’s labours thus;—Pages 
1 to 95, very indifferent Accounts; pages 99 to 126, a very Ele- 
mentary Class Book for a Middle School; and pages 129 to the 
end, Notes and observations by an intelligent solicitor. 
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Parliamentary Proceedings. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, June 28. 
CHANCERY AMENDMENT BILL. 
This Bill received the Royal Assent. 








Tuesday, June 29. 
LEASES AND SALES OF SETTLED Estates Act AMENDMENT 
E Bin, 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Thursday, July 1, 
County Court Districts Bru. 
This Bill was read a second time. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, JUNE 23. 
REGISTRATION OF PARTNERSHIPS. 

Lord GopEricn, in moving the second reading of this Bill, 
explained that its object was to provide that all persons trading 
in partnership under other names than their own, or under the 
designation “and Co.,” should enter their names on a register, 
open to every one who wished to obtain information. The 
principle of the Bill had received the assent of a large propor- 
tion of the mercantile community. In commercial matters, 
every man should know exactly with whom he was dealing. 
In the case of joint-stock companies this principle was already 
in practice, and his object was to extend it. At present, the 
public were unable to know who were the component members 
of a firm, or in how many different undertakings a man might 
have a share. Single individuals, too, trading under the desig- 
nation of “ and Co.,” were often enabled to obtain credit on 
the supposition that they were backed by other persons. It 
might be said that people ought to get all this information for 
themselves; but there were many cases in which it was impos- 
sible, and great inconvenience and loss were sustained in con- 
sequence. He proceeded to quote the cases of Mr. Stephens, the 
manager of the London and Eastern Banking Corporation, and of 
amerchant of Dundee. The proceedings in bankruptcy showed 
that both these men had been connected with numerous under- 
takings, their share in which was never suspected by the public. 
Mr. Stephens was nominally a manager, but really a“ Co. ;” 
and with various members of the bank he entered into all 
sorts of speculation under different designations. It could not, 
therefore, be argued that there was no practical inconvenience 
from the present system. He was far from saying that all who 
traded under other names did so for purposes of fraud, but the 
practice gave great facilities for fraud. The want of some 
system threw great difficulties in the way of legal proceedings, 
Parties were put to great expense in obtaining accurate infor- 
mation of the names of all in a firm before they sued, and if 
any mistake were made delay and additional expense were 
caused. He had introduced the Bill with the assent of all the 
Chambers of Commerce in the West Riding of Yorkshire. It 
was founded on a paper drawn up by the Manchester Chamber 
of Commerce, and discussed and adopted by a mercantile con- 
ference in London, presided over by Lord Brougham. Steps 
had been taken to ascertain the feeling of the different 
Chambers of Commerce on the principle of the Bill, and no 
objections had been received from any. It had also been 
affirmed by a resolution of the mercantile section of the Bir- 
mingham Conference of last year. Petitions had been pre- 
sented in its favour from the Chambers of Commerce of 
Liverpool, Edinburgh, Dundee, and of other principal towns of 
England, while only one petition had been presented against 
it, from certain firms in Manchester. The commercial asso- 
ciation of that town, however, had petitioned in its favour, and 
a petition in its favour had only been negatived in the Chamber 
of Commerce by one vote ‘The Bill had been called inquisi- 
torial, but it gave no powers to inquire into the private affairs of 
firms; everything must be done by themselves. The obligation 
to register could not be said to be a vexatious provision. The 
Bill imposed no restriction as to the formation of the partner- 
ships. All that it did was to insure publicity. He concluded 
by moving the second reading of the Bill. 

Mr. Coker opposed the Bill, as a retrograde step in legis- 
lation. ‘The principle on which Parliament had acted of late 
was, to allow commercial men to look after their own interests, 
of which they must be better judges than any department of 
the State. Registration was demanded from joint-stock com- 
panies and bankers in return for exceptional privileges, but 
there. was no reason why private firms should furnish this in- 
formatién. ‘The Bill would apply to every joint undertaking, 
however small, and however temporary. If two merchants, not 
connected in any other way, joined in a single speculation, they 
would have to register their partnership and its dissolution. It 
would be impossible for two men to make a joint book on the 
Derby without registration. The pressure, however, of the Bill 
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would be chiefly on the poorer classes ; all the hucksters and 

would have to register their joint undertakings. 
If two fishwomen joined in a boat-load of fish they must register 
their partnership. Any who lent money to a firm on the con- 
dition of participating in the profits must register. This was 
very delicate ground. Lord Eldon himself never could make 
up his mind what a partner was. Lord Eldon said—* The 
eases have gone to this nicety, upon a distinction so thin 
that I cannot state it as established upon due consideration, 
that if a trader agrees to pay another person for his labour 
in the concern a sum of money, even in proportion to the 
profit equal to a certain share,; that will not make him a 
partner; but if he has a specific interest in the profits as 
profits, he is a partner.” Again, “It is clearly settled, that if a 
man stipulates as a reward of his labour he shall have, not a 
specific interest in the business, but a given sum of money, 
even in proportion to a given quantum of the profits, that will 
not make him a partner; but if he agrees for a part of the 
profits as such, giving him aright to an account, though he have 
no property in the capital, he is, as to third persons, a partner.” 
The Bill, therefore, would open a wide stream of litigation at 
the expense of the public. ‘The Bill must be inquisitorial to be 
carried into effect. Section 21 gave power to the registrars, on 
application of any persons, to call upon any supposed to belong 
to an unregistered partnership to give full information on the 
subject, under a penalty of £10. Such a provision might be 
made the means of endless vexation. Then, it was provided 
that if a partnership were not registered it could not sue, and 
of course this plea of non-registration would be the defence of 
all dishonest debtors. It was calculated that the first expense 
of registering partnerships in Manchester alone under this Bill 
would amount to £1,100, and what a burden would be cast on 
the trading classes throughout the country! What interest 
could it be to anyone to know who were the sleeping partners 
in aconcern? The dealings were generally with the ostensible 
partners, and if anybody should be curious, the best mode of 
getting the information would be to go and ask. If the 
information were not satisfactory there remained the alternative 
of not giving credit, but until an Act of Parliament was passed 
compelling merchants to give credit such a Bill as this was 
useless. The only true basis of credit was knowledge of the 
character, habits, and capacities of the persons with whom 
dealings were carried on. A prudent man did not trust “Co.,” 
but “ Jones,” whom he saw and talked to. No doubt in some 
cases business was carried on under a certain designation when 
all the original members of the firm had retired; but what 
difference did that make to the public? As to frauds, the Bill 
must increase them. What was to prevent dishonest traders 
or speculators from registering Baring or Rothschild as their 
partners? Such a proceeding would gain them credit for alittle 
while, and by the time the fraud was discovered they would 
have levanted. No great practical inconvenience was ex- 
perienced under the present system; and it was well known 
that the plea of wrong description of partners referred to was 
seldom advanced by defendants, because they were obliged to 
state in it the names and addresses of all their partners, and 
thus to furnish this information. It would be impossible to 
keep up this register; at the best it must necessarily be very 
imperfect and incorrect, and would rather mislead than inform, 
The Bill was evidently inspired by the registrars. They were 
the motive power, and it was to their influence with some 
portions of the mercantile community that the Bill owed its 
origin. It was true that some of the Chambers of Commerce 
had petitioned in favour of the Bill, but these very often 
contained more theorists than practical men—and they could 
not claim to represent the trading community. Certainly, if 
the poorer classes of traders and shopkeepers knew what was 
in store, they would petition en masse against the Bill. He 
concluded by moving that the Bill be read a second time that 
day six months. 

Mr. Morrart seconded the amendment. The law of partner- 
ship was in a very defective state, but the Bill would aggravate 
its evils. It would be vexatious to commercial men, and put a 
stop to nearly one-fourth of the commercial transactions of the 
country. If the names of the members of a firm were wanted 
for a legitimate purpose, there would be no difficulty in 
obtaining them without the objectionable process suggested, 
Frequently a person of wealth was the partner of a merchant 
or a tradesinan merely in one transaction, and great injustice 
would be inflicted upon creditors by the registration of such 
person as a partner, as it would be presumed that he was a part- 
ner in every transaction. The Bill would merely lay a snare 
for creditors, and he therefore supported the amendment. 

Mr. Baxter said, he was not convinced that the House 





ought not to assent to the second reading of the Bill. He had 
been urged by many mercantile friends to introduce such 4 
measure as this, and he had, n fact, prepared one, and would 
have introduced it, had he not been anticipated. The member 
for Plymouth had stated no reasons for his assertion that the 
Bill would deter capitalists from mnths | money to yo 
men to carry on trade: he had spoken of the facility wi 
which in most instances the narfies of the partners in a firm 
could be obtained, but he could not deny that in some instances 
it was impossible to obtain them, It was said that the names 
of the partners in a single adventure would have to be 

tered under this Bill, but the interpretation clause simply pro- 
vided that the names of persons who carried on business as a 
firm should be registered. It was also said that the Bill would 
impose a tax upon poor greengrocers and hucksters. Well, there 
had been recently many remarkable instances of fraud committed 
by those people, and a measure of the sort was as nece: 
with regard to them as to the largest traders. The member 
for Plymouth had cautioned the House against passing the Bill, 
because it was difficult to define who was a partner. But the 
Bill did not attempt to define who was and who was not 
partner ; it simply provided that such persons as were partners 
in the present acceptation of the term should be registered, 
The Bill had been denounced as inquisitorial, but he (Mr. Bax- 
ter) could not conceive why any honest firm should be afraid of 
the names of the partners being made known to all. The Bill 
would put a check upon firms who were carrying on business 
on false pretences. The tax on the commercial community 
would be infinitesimally small. Most of the objections against 
the Bill were merely against details. In no other commercial 
country that he knew of was there the practice of retaining the 
original designation and title of a firm when the old and money 
partners had retired. The mercantile crisis of 1857 proved 
that that practice prevailed in this country to a ruinous extent. 
and that it enabled young men who had no capital to c on 
vast commercial transactions. He believed that the Bill was 
called for by the great majority of commercial men, and he 
would aid the endeavour to pass it into a law. 

Mr. Warren thought it should be a fixed axiom that the 
state should interfere as little as possible with comm 
transactions, and that of all the branches of mercantile law 
that which related to partnership was the most delicate and 
difficult to touch without injuring. Could anyone say that the 
law of joint-stock companies was now on a satisfactory footing? 
But this Bill carried legislative interference further, for it 
would interfere with every partnership transaction, however 
private. In fact, its object was to drag the concerns of private 
partnerships before the public, and the result would be, the 
driving of capital out of trade. Small traders were generally 
enabled to carry on business by loans from such persons as had 
an interest in their welfare,and a desire to increase their own 
capital. If the small traders were aware of the object of this 
Bill the table of the House would be groaning under the 
weight of petitions against it. The moment that capitalists 
knew that under this Bill advances to small traders would 
bring them under the bankrupt law they would withdraw their 
money. Many men who lent to young traders would shrink if 
it were known that they lent their money for the on of 
trade. But the Bill would have this more serious effect upon 
the trader himself : those with whom he now dealt imagined 
that he had only his own limited resources to draw upon, and 
that he was therefore compelled to sani on his business with 
prudence; but as soon as they knew that he was connected with 
some person of wealth, they would tempt him to enlarge his 
speculations, and by reckless trading he would bring himself to 
ruin. He (Mr. Warren) could not concur in the attack which 
had been made by the member for Plymouth upon the 
association which met at Birmingham during the last recess 
for the advancement of social science. Still, if this Bill was 
one of their measures, they had not succeeded in bringing the 
light of science to bear effectually upon the subject. He 
entreated the House to reject the Bill. 

Mr. Bayes supported the Bill, because he had no doubt as 
to the excellence of its principle, to which the greater part of 
the objections of the member for Plymouth did not apply. The 
Birmingham and the Liverpool Chambers of Commerce had 


petitioned the House, not against its prjnciple, but for an altera- 


tion of its details. ‘The chief question to which a man enter- 
ing into a contract desired a satisfactory answer was, “ With 
whom am I about to deal ?” and this Bill, would enable him to 
obtain that information. One of the principal results of this 
Bill would be, the prevention of fictitious trading and false 
credit, Joint-stock a had now for some years been aa 
pelled to register the names, residences, and occupations of all 
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their partners; but it had not been suggested that any of the 
rs suffered inconvenience or injustice thereby, or that 
stock banks had complained of the inquisitorial nature of 
istration, And cognovits, warrants of attorney, bills 

of sale, and other things of that kind required to be registered. 
Why ? In order to give that information which the trader 
could not otherwise obtain. The Bill would tend to prevent 
chicanery and litigation. In commercial circles there was a 
strong desire that the Bill should be passed, and that was an 
t consideration. Various Chambers of C ce in 
England and commercial associations in Scotland had petitioned 
in favour of the Bill, and he should give it his cordial support. 

Mr. WEGUELIN objected to the Bill, for it proposed to do 
that which was in direct opposition to all rules which governed 
the commerce of the country. In a measure of this kind details 
could not be separated from the principle of the Bill, and the 
details were most objectionable. It was said that business 
under the present system was carried on upon false pretences. 
To that he gave a, distinct denial, for it was to persons known 
that credit was given, and not to those not known. What the 
public required to know was not who joined a firm, but who 
retired from it, and that was already provided for by the 
Gazette. Under the provisions of the Bill persons of whom the 
other partners were ignorant might register themselves as part- 
ners in a firm, and thus obtain undue credit. Bankers were 
called upon to register on account of the restriction as to 
numbers, and not upon the principle of the present Bill, and 
even in the case of banks registration had been carried too far. 
As to cognovits and warrants of attorney, the principle of 
registering them was not analogous to the principle of the Bill, 
for that registration bore a much closer resemblance to adver- 
tising the dissolution of partnership in the Gazette. The ma- 
jority of commercial men would, no doubt, agree to the appli- 
cation of the principle as regarded banking business, but as 
regarded the public generally, they well knew how to protect 
themselves in their transactions. ‘The credit of a house was 
generally pretty well known, and if persons knew nothing of a 
firm they would not give it credit. For these reasons he 
should support the amendment. 

Mr. Spooner thought that the question before the House 
was, whether persons who gave credit should have the means of 
knowing to whom they gave that credit; and he concurred in 
the principle of the Bill as regarded facility of obtaining that 
information, although he was opposed to its machinery. He 
would beg the noble lord not to ask members to go into a com- 
mittee now, at that late period of the session. He was prepared 
to vote for the second reading, but he would suggest to the 
noble lord to withdraw his Bill for the present. 

Mr. CARDWELL did. not see in the Bill any proposal to re- 
strain or guide the transactions of private persons. Publicity 
was the principle of the Bill, and secrecy was no part of free 
trade. At present certain persons were compelled to register, 
and that must be on grounds of practical expediency. Objec- 
tions had been made to the details of the Bill, and it had been 
said that it would fetter private transactions. Now, the Bill 
was drawn to include all those smaller transactions to which 
the member for Plymouth alluded. The object of the Bill was, 
that when a firm set up a place of business it should be regis- 
tered to whom the place of business belonged, and thus that 
men of straw might be prevented obtaining undue credit. If 
the laws regarding suing and being sued which applied to cor 
Porations could be extended to other bodies, it would remove 
many difficulties. He did not think that a Bill brought for- 
ward by the representative of, perhaps, the greatest commercial 
community, ought to be rejected on a mere assertion that com- 

ial communities were opposed to the. principle of it. He 
hoped that the details of the Bill would be submitted to a 
select committee; but he thought that the noble lord would be 
acting prudently if he withdrew the Bill for the present. 

Mr, Hentey did not think that either the House or the 
country were in possession of sufficient information to enable 
them to legislate upon the subject. He was not prepared to 
ask'the House either to affirm or to negative the Bill, but he 
Wished to urge the propriety of waiting until further informa- 
tion had been acquired by a committee of that House. It had 
been said that under the existing system persons obtained cre- 
dit, whereas if their real occupations were known they would 
not; but that would not be affected by the present Bill. A 
man might have one business in one street, and be engaged in 

other businesses in different parts of the town; but if he 

a , a great difficulty would arise as to what was a 

ip and what was not. It was said that at present 

men of straw could establish a business and take the profits, 
sad not pay any loss; but the present Bill would not obviate 








that. The fast was, that by the machinery of the Bill any 
person might register himself as the partner of another, with- 
out any security but his own declaration, and without any 
notice to the person whose partner he claimed to be; and thus 
A. might register himself as partner to B. behind his back, and 
B. might find himself liable for A.’s debts. It might be said, 
that those were questions of detail; but in dealing with a 
measure like the present it was very necessary to look at its 
details. What had taken place with regard to the subject had 
shown, that, whether the principle of the Bill was sound or not 
—and upon that he would at present offer no opinion—it was 
no easy matter to fix its details; and he therefore, until further 
information was before the House, would not ask them to pledge 
themselves either for or against the Bill, and he would suggest 
that the safest course would be to withdraw the measure for 
the present. 

Mr, J. H. Gurney hoped that the House would not deal 
rashly with so important a question. He did not know of a 
single instance in which loss had arisen from the retention by a 
firm of the name of a deceased or retired partner, or of the style 
“Co.” when the Company was not represented by any partner, 
yet the propriety of the adoption of such styles might fairly be 
made the subject of inquiry before a select committee. As to 
the remedy, he should prefer an alteration of the law so as to 
make these practices illegal, to a general measure for the regu- 
lation of partnerships. This also, however, might properly be 
inquired into by a committee; and if now pressed to divide he 
should vote against the second reading of this Bill. 

Mr. HorsFau appealed to the noble lord not to press the 
second reading. He was himself prepared to affirm the prin- 
ciple of the Bill, but could not accept its details without amend- 
ment. He denied that the Chambers of Commerce, in ap- 
proving this Bill, had acted under the influence of the registrars; 
in fact, he knew that several had objected to many of its pro- 
visions, 

Col. W. Patten, while supporting the principle of the 
Bill, and replying to some of the objections which had been 
urged to it, recommended his noble friend not to press the mea- 
sure to a division. 

Lord Gopgricn said, that early in the debate he came to the 
conclusion that it was right, that, after the Bill had been read a 
second time, it should be referred to a select committee. He 
did not think he could now obtain such a committee; and, 
therefore, if he understood that the President of the Board of 
Trade would assist kim to obtain an inquiry at the earliest 
period next session, he should withdraw the Bill. 

Mr. HENLEY said, he had quite correctly understood him. 

The amendment and the motion were then withdrawn, and 
the order for further proceeding with the Bill was discharged, 


Friday, June 25. 
FuRBER v. STURMEY. 


Mr. Frrzroy asked the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether his attention had been called to the judg- 
ment delivered in the Court of Exchequer on the 25th of May 
last, in “ Furber v. Sturmey;” and if so, whether he was pre- 
pared to introduce a Bill to alter and amend the 43rd section 
of the Act 19 & 20 Vict. c. 108, or to take any course to make 
the law in that respect more satisfactory. 

Mr. WALPOLE said, his attention had been called to the 
judgment. The Lord Chancellor was about to bring in a Bill - 
with reference to the county courts, in which he proposed to 
insert a clause to amend the 43rd section of the Act referred 
to. 

ACCOMMODATION BILLs. 


Mr. Bass asked the Attorney-General whether he contem- 
plated proposing auy change in the law affecting accommoda- 
tion bills of exchange. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL said, that the subject had been 
for some time under the consideration of the Government, The 
result was, certain provisions had been introduced in a Bill, 
which would shortly be brought in, relating to an amendment 
of the laws of bankruptcy and insolvency. Dealing in accom- 
modation bills had become an evil of great magnitude; but any 
legislation upon the subject must be general, and must not in- 
terfere with transactions of a perfectly innocent character. In 
that Bill a provision was introduced, that any bankrupt or 
insolvént who had issued an accommodation bill—unless, in- 
deed, it bore upon its face its real character, so that no one 
could be deceived—would be liable to punishment when he 
came under the operation of the bankruptcy law. . 

; Me. Lame. wiehad.tn kane when Shes Bill would be intro. 
lu 
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The ArfoRNeY-GENERAL said, that Lord J. Russell had 
given notice that he would introduce a measnre upon the sub- 
ject; and it was the intention of the Lord Chancellor, at no 
distant period, to introduce a Bill into the House of Lords, so 
that the subject would shortly be under the consideration of 
both Houses of Parliament. 


Monday, June 28. 
CorprHoLb Acts AMENDMENT BILL. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Tuesday, June 29. 
Corrupt Practices aT ELECTIONS. 


Mr. WALrote obtained leave to bring in a Bill to continue 
and amend the Corrupt Practices Prevention Act, 1854. It 
was intended to continue the present Act for a year and till the 
énd of next session. It also amended the Act in reference to 
the travelling expenses of electors and the expenses of election 
auditors. 

The Bill was brought up, and read a first time. 


Thursday, July 1. 


Mr. Warren obtained leave to. bring in a Bill to enable ser- 
jeants, barristers-at-law, attorneys, aud solicitors, to practise in 
the High Court of Admiralty. 

The Bill was read a first time. 


Divorce Acr AMENDMENT Brit. 
On the motion for postponing the second reading of this Bill 
to Monday, 
Mr. Grapstone hoped that this Bill would be taken at an 
early sitting, when it would be discussed. 


The ArroRNEY-GENERAL would name a day on Monday 
for discussing the Bill. 


ys 


Law Amendment Society. 





This society met on June 7; Lord BroveHam in the 
chair. 

Mr. E. Wexster read a report from the Equity Procedure 
Committee on the Bill to amend the course of procedure in the 
High Court of Chancery. 

Mr. F. S. Witt1ams moved that the report be printed, and 
taken into consideration at a future meeting. He pointed out 
the inconveniences of the present system of taking evidence in 
Chancery, and of the functions assumed by the chief clerks. 

Lord BroveHamM said, that the object of the Act passed 
some years since was to compel the judge to write out his own 
decrees. This had been suggested as far back as 1842, by Mr. 
William Brougham. 

Mr. H. F. Brisrowe seconded the motion, and urged 
the importance of giving some equity jurisdiction to the county 
courts. 

Admiral Saumarxz thought that evidence should be taken 
in the locality, so as to avoid the expense of bringing a number 
of witnesses to London. 

The motion was put and carried. 

Mr. Hastixncs read a report from the Criminal Law 
Committee, recommending an amendment of the law of 
false pretences, so as to make the fraudulent obtaining 
of an acceptance to a bill of exchange punishable as a 
criminal offence. A draft bill to that effect was subjoined to 
the report. 

After sme conversation, Lord Brougham undertook to 


lay the report before the Lord Chief Justice for his opinion. 


npon it. 
‘Lhe meeting then adjourned, 


- ae. ol = 
Births, Marriages, and Beaths. 


BIRTHS. 

BEDWELL — On Jane 29, at $4 Park-street, Grosvenor-square, the wife of 
Francis Alfred Bedwell, Exy., of 3 Oid- square, Lincoln’s-inn, of a daugh- 
ter, stillborn. 

LLODRICK—On June 25, at 22 Chester-square, the wife of William Brod- 
rick, Exy., of a daughter. 

YRANCE—On June 28, at Faller-house, Ponder’s-end, Mrs. F. A. H. 
France, of a son. 

HUME—On duh: 27,46 6 Melcombe-place; Dorsct-square, the wife of 
George Boughton Hume, Esq., of a son. 





JOLLIFFE—On June 24, the wife of William Peter Jolliffe, Barrister. 
at-law, of a daughter. “i 

LEWIN—On June 30, at 25 Wimpole-street, the wife of Spencer R. Lewin 
Esq., of a daughter. " 

WRIGHT—On June 26, at 2 Abbey-road, N.W., the wife of Joseph Hornshy 
Wight, ta. @adigher. , 


MARRIAGES. 

BLISS—LINDSAY—On June 26, at Sundridge church, Kent, by the father 
of the bride, the Rev. John Worthington Bliss, second son of the Hon, 
Mr. Justice Bliss, Senior Judge of the Supreme Court of the Province of 
Nova Scotia, to Maria, youngest daughter of the Rev. Menry Lindsay, 
rector of Sundridge. 

BURCHELL—W00D—On June 24, at the church of St. John the Evange- 
list, Westminster, by the Rev. T. W. Wrench, rector of St, Michacl’s, 
Cornhill, uncle of the bride, assisted by the Rey. J. Jenni rector of 
St. John and canon of Westminster, William, only son of m Bur- 
chell, Esq., of 42 Upper Harley-street, to Adelaide Maria, third daughter 
of Joseph Carter Wood, Esq., of Westminster. 

HAMMOND—DOLAMORE—On June 26, at St. Bride’s, Fleet-street, 
the Rev. Charles Marshall, William, youngest son of Henry fumal 
Esq., Solicitor, of 16 Furnival’s-inn, and Finchley, to Jane Amy, youngest 
daughter of Benjamin Dolamore, Esq., of Finchley. 

HUDSON—HAMMOND—On June 24, at the parish church, Clifton, by the 
Rev. P. F. Britton, M.A., rector of Cadeleich, Dévon, Charles Thomas 
Hudson, Esq., M:A., Head Master of the Grammar School, Bristol, to 
Louisa Maria Fiott, second daughter of the late Freelove Hammond, 
Esq., Barrister-at-law, Clifton. 

HUGHES—WILCOXON—On June 24, at Upton-cum-Chalvey, Bucks, by 
the Rev. J. R. Williams, brother-in-law to the bride, George Martin 
Hughes, Esq., of Oak-yillas, Haverstock-hill, Hampstead, to Catherine, 
second daughter of Ralph Wilcoxon, Esq., late of Dulwich, in the county 
of Surrey. 

PAIN—SHORT—On June 22, at St. Saviour’s Church, South Ham . 
by the Rev. J. P. Fletcher, Incumbent, Henry Foxton Pain, of Surrey- 
street, Strand, to Eliza, second daughter of the late William Charles 
spect, of Abchurch-lane, and Mrs, Short, of Chalcot-villas, Haverstock- 
nil. 


REDL—LUCAS—On June;24, at West Tarring, Sussex, by the Rev. John 


Wood Warter, Vicar, Charles Arthur Redl, Esq., Rector of the Royal 
Coilege, Mauritius, to Frances, second daughter of Joseph Lucas, Esq., 
of Upper Tooting, Surrey. 

SWAN—LYCETT—On June 24, at the Church of the Holy Trinity, West- 
bourne-terrace, by the Rev. J. A. Swan, Incumbent of Staplefield, Sussex, 
assisted by the Rev. W. B. Cosens, Vicar of Berry Pomeroy, Devon, Ben- 
jamin Bousfield Swan. of St. John’s College, Cambridge, and of the Inner 
‘Temple, Barrister-at-Law, youn,est son of the late Graves Chamney 
Swan, Esq., of Newton-park, county Dublin, Barrister-at-Law, to Laura, 
youngest daughter of William Lycett, Esq., of 9 Delamere-terrace, 
Hyde-park. 

DEATHS. 


LIPSCOMB—On June 28, at No. 8, Clifton-terrace, Winchester, after 4 
short illness, Lancelot Lipscomb, Esq., Solicitor, aged 71. 

PULLEN—On July 1, at Holloway, after a long and. severe ~~ 
Louisa, the wife of John Pullen, Esq., of St. Swithin’s-lane, and late 
Powis-place, Bloomsbury, Solicitor. 


—_——<>——-- 


Wnclauned Stock in the Bank of England. 


The Amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will te 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimanis 
appear within Three Months :— 


Battie, Wittiast Hoxrer, Esq., Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Rev. Taeoraity® 
Leicn Cooxe, Magdalen-college, Oxford, NaTmantet Basevi, A] 
Lincoln’s-inn, and Jon BArcvay, Gent., Stock Exehatige, £2,318 : tl 
New £3: 10 per Cents.—Ciaimed by WitttamM Hunter BAe 
NatHanten Basevi, 

Bircu, Joun, Grocer, Minster, Isle of Thanet, IsnakruL ABRAHAM, , 
Ramsgate, and Freperick UNpERDowN, Gent., Ashford, Kent, £20: 17:3 
Consols.—Claimed by Joun Biren, the survivor. 

Brivoes, Mancarer, deceased, Lower Tooting, Surrey, £1,125 Four per 
Cents.—Claimed by Tuomas Bripers, the administrator. 

Brooks, Isnaev, Gent., Egham, Surrey, £70 Consols.—Claimed by Isnast 
Brooks. 

Brornertos, Lieut.-Col. Taomas Wit1am, 12th Royal Lancers, New 
Four per Cents.—Claimed by TnomAs WILLIAM BroTHERton, 

Corteip, Caanies, Esq., Burrows-bldgs., Blackfriars-rd,, £1,725 Four péer 
Cents —Claimed by Many Ayn Correnp, Spinster, sole executrix of 
Cuaries Cortetn. 

Gaw, Groncr Lawrence Hersenr, Esq., Conduit-st., Westbourne-tet., 
£53: 1: 10 New Three per Cents.—Claimed by Etizapeta GAts, 
Widow, acting executor. 

Maxwett, Nev. James, Rector of Thorpe, Norfolk ; Jetosarmat Postte, 
Esq., of Colney, Norfolk ; and Jonn Ronixsoy, Esq., of Th , Norfolk, 
£373 : 2: 4 Reduced,—-Claimed by Exviza Youne, Widow, 
trix of the Rev. James Maxwet, the survivor. 

Poous, Josern Rvscompr, Solicitor, and JonatHan Tooaoon, Surgeon, both 
of Bridgewater, £337 : 1; 7 Consols.--Claimed by Jonataax Tooc00d, 
the survivor. 

Rowgapear, Puwapverraia Catuenine, and Evizaseta Bonxiy Rosei- 
peau, Spinsters, Beaufort-row, Chelsea,_£900 New Four per Cents.— 
Claimed by Paitaperpura Caturniny Rosenpeav,’ 

Sunrers, Avnoxe Avrnam, Esq., Navy Pay Office, and Joan IsAacsos, 
Esq., Lanwade-hall, Cambridge, £46: 11: 6 New 24 
stituted 5th of April, 1854, for £42 ; 6: 19 Old South 
Claimed by Lioxet Manion Sorrees, Administrator de bonis. nono 
Avsoxe ALTHas Svntees, the survivor. 
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‘Witxen, Many Frances, daughter of Alexander and Mary Walker, for- 


‘ fallen off; thereby showing that the anticipation of increasing 
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feeits at Za and Next of Kin. 
Advertised for in the London Gazette and elsewhere during the Week. 


ManxaamM, Epwarp & Marnie Francoise, and Jacques MARKHAM (their 
son), and Wititam MargHam. Their next of kin to apply by letter 
only to — Maniere, Esq., 31 Bedford-row, London. 

May, GeorGe, Cheesem r, 164 King-st., Westminster (who died in 
Jan., 1857). Re May’s > Childerstone ». May, M.R. Last Day for 
Proof, July 23. 


merly Mary Lueas: she first married Alexander Walker, secondly, John 
{ Mortimer. Her relations to apply to — Maniere, Esq., Solicitor, 31 Bed- 


ford-row. pcan e Sec 
Money Market. 


City, Friday Evening. 

During the past week the English Funds have been without 
animation, and prices have fallen } per cent. The closing 
price of Consols this afternoon is 95} to 95} per cent. for the 
account on the 8th inst. Foreign securities have been more 
active, but without any noticeable advance in price. 

Railway stock is again depressed. ‘The amount of traffic on 
those lines which pass through the manufacturing districts has 


trade entertained some weeks back has not yet been realised. 


From the Bank of England return for the week ending the 
80th June, it appears that the amourt of notes in circulation is 
£20,424,755, being an increase of £975,560; and the stock of 
bullion in both departments is £17,938,447, showing a decrease 
of £94,689 when compared with the previous return. The 
demand for gold for exportation to the continent continues. 

The payment to the public of the July dividends at the 
Bank, and of the Life Annuities at the National Debt Office, 
will commence on Thursday, the 8th inst. 

The usual quarterly abstract of the revenue accounts for the 
quarter ending June 30, 1858, was published yesterday. In 
many important points it affords a satisfactory view of affairs, 
Compared with the corresponding quarter of the previous year, 
the present quarter shows an increase in excise, stamps, and 
Post-office, and a decrease in customs and property-tax. The 
decrease in customs and property-tax amounts to a million and 
a half, which, reduced by the increased production under the 
other heads of duty, makes the net decrease of the quarter's 
revenue rather over one million. The comparative account for 
the year shows similar results, on an enlarged scale, and makes 
the net decrease upon the year's revenue £5,188,105. 

The falling off in the revenue derived from property-tax 
could not be less than it is, without some extraordinary increase 
in the prosperity and the property of the country. In regard 
to customs, in the year now ended, there has been material 
relief by lowering the rate of duty on tea, sugar, and some 
other articles. In previous years it has been a source of lively 
satisfaction that the amount of revenue has been maintained, 
notwithstanding the rate of duty has been reduced, That 
source of satisfaction does not exist at present. 

The increased production in excise and stamps is chiefly 
attributable to additiénal duties, but a large increase in the duty 
on spirits is reported to be the result of augmented consump- 
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Ensurance Companies, 
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By Messrs, Fosrer. 
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Estate Crchange Meport, 


(For the week ending June 24, 1858.) 


At Trae Mart.—By Messrs. Davis & Vierrs. 


Freehold Estate, situate in the parish of Radbourne, Warwickshire, Manor 
Farm, containing 346a, 26p. of land, with residence and 
at £356 per annum.—Sold for £10,200. 

Freehold Residence, Na 11, James-street, Lothian-road, Camberwell New- 
road; estimated value, £20 per annum.—Sold for £200. 


Frechold, Dunkin's, Bread’s and Carden Farm, Billingshurst, 
dence, ‘and 1172. 2r. 23p. arable, pasture, and wood land ; 
Farm, consisting of house and 46a, Sr, 27p. land.—Sold 

Copyhold, Woodhouse Farm, 

about 57 


English Funds. 

ENGLISH Founps. Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed. | Thur. | Fri. 
Bank Stock .......... .. | 920 aN loaig 2 | 2204 
3 per Cent. Red. Ann...| 96 5% | 95§ 6 (959 4008's 8/998 4 4 954 
3 per Cent. Cons. Ann...) .. oe ee oe 
New 3 per Cent. Ann... 6 | 9% } 

New 2 per Cent. Ann.. ie ee ot #908 4 tend t ‘ mi 
— Ann. (exp. Jan. 5, 

FRED.» -o09040.nen0> | 1§ lj 1§ 
* 30 years (exp.Jan. 5, | 
ba, he pene Jan. 5, 
be 30 yea (exp. Apr.5, 

abeténacengeee ae ° ee 183 se 
Indie § CS een se is op e <s ee 
India Loan Debentures..| 99 993 993 > 99§ 
India Scrip............ a 99 | .. os 
India Bonds (£1,000) . <? ae pte wes Se 
Do. (under £1,000)..... 17s p | 16s p | 16s p |15s 20sp/20s 15sp} 
Exch. Bills (£1000) Mar.| 34%: p |3486sp | 378 p |32sisp{ .. 

Ditto 21s p |20s 23sp/22s 22sp/ 18s 17sp/20s17sp| .. 
Exch. Bills (eso “Nar, 34sp| .. si ¥e eS a 

Ditto June $< es 20s p | 18s p |!7s20sp) .. 
Exch. _— (Small)Mar. 34s p | 33s p)| .. Se es 30s p 

Dit June} 20s p ee 20s 23sp/19s 22sp/l7s20sp} .. 

De. (Advertised) Mar. we a be ff $e 

Ditto June} .. | ee 
= Bonds, 1858, 34 | oe 

SOM. osccnnépen | 
Exch. Bonds, 1859, 34 | es 
ON ees 101 | 101 100f 1003 1 | 101 
Railway Stock. 
Rattways. Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed. | Thur. | Fri. 
Birk. Lan. & Ch. June..}  .- ee ee es Je 
— and Exeter .... $4 ipst 103 ; 704 9} nai : 

ledonian ............ 74 H 
Chester and Holyhead..| .. se ee 33 | «(33 333 
East Anglian .......... “s mf «0 es ee be 
Eastern Counties ...... 60} 4 | 60} 4 [603 60 | 59$ [59§ GO [59% og 
Eastern Union A. Stock.| .. a6 oe ee ee we 

Ditto B. Stock ee “fe ee « 
East Lancashire ...... oe 89 89} 3 
Edinburgh and Glasgow} .. . o 62 
Edin. Perth,and Dundee} .. ee ° x ds 
Glasgow & South-Westn.| .. sa | es 90 
Great Northern ...... 100 3 | 1003 99 3 8}) 97 

Ditto A, Stock 80 84 81 82 

Ditto B. Stock “= oe 1283 on 
Gt. South & West. (ire.) 1034 a en 103 “4 1023 
Great Western ........ 494 J |494.g ¥ [494 50 /49§ 509/50 493 | 503 

Do. Stour Vly. G. Stk.} .. os os és os es 
Lancashire & Yorkshire} 89} ~ a2 8% 689 88j § | 88g § | 88h.9 
=. hton & S$. Coast ook l39y of Viet oi 3 ej 983 107 , 

mdon & North-Wstrn.. 8 
London & South-Westrn.| 924 ; 91 ot 2/9133 Poh 2 

Man. Sheff. & Lanes. 509 | sch | és 3634] .. tb. 
pe ee 914 £ 191 904 | 904 3 [903 90$ 944 90} 89f 894 895 

Ditto Birm. & Derby} .. eT rg ee 

eobcpecesdeses es ‘4 60 ee se we 
North British ........ 478 47 63.6) 45§ [438 94 454 435 4435 
me Eastern Seeking: uf 90 Aw # 884 9 ‘ig Pr } ; 
vosees 5 44 

Ditto York. MS. 70 leo4 " i 69 o sons 9 9 
North London ........ ee | ee ee 
Oxford, Wore. & Wolver.| 283 | 98 6 Ss 
Scottish Central ...... «| 103g 1094 a 
Scot. N.E. Aberdeen Stk. | ow 26 bd 

Do. Scotsh. Mid. Stk. | es z 
Shropshire Union ...... ve TP Se 43 ws 
South Devon .......... es *s es *: Mg 4 
South-Eastern Neeaee o% 67} 67434 66 653 6 [653 5 6 
South Wales .......... OP aes De es ee «ss 
Vale of Neath ........ | es ee 
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id, Eastland’s Farm, farm-house, cottage, and 86a. 3r. 20p. land ; 
term, 10,000 years from 25th of March, 1564, subject to annual rent of 
£0:15; ee for £1,010. 

Freehold, Young’s Farm, itchingfields, Sussex, house and 16a. of land. 


—Sold for £380. 
Freehold, The Catherine Wheel Public-house, High-street, Gravesend, 
Kent, with extensive premises in the rear.—Sold for £1,350. 
Leasehold, House and Shop, 346a, Strand; term, 42 years from Christ- 
rosy last, at £93 per annum; let on lease at £140 per annum.—Sold for 


Lease of Dwelling House, No. 9, Bloomsbury-square, with coach-house 
= ~~" term, 7 years from Michaelmas, 1857, at £80 per annum.— 
for £50, 


By Mr. C. Furser. 


Leasehold plot of land, Sunbury-common, 5a. 3r. 17p.; term, 500 years 
from 23rd of May, 1812, at a peppercorn rent.—Sold for £350. 
Copyhold = of land adjoining, 6a. Or. 14p.—Sold for £360. 
Freehold Cottage Residence, Cottages, &c., Frogmore-green, Norwood- 
green Sola for £650. 
yhold, The Magpie and Stump” Beer-shop, garden, yard, &c., the 
yde.—Sold for £250. 


By Mr. W. M‘Donaxp. 


Leasehold House and Premises, 23, Pelham-road, Brompton ; term, 83 yearS 
from June, 1844; ground-rent, £6 : 6; let at "£42 per annum. —Soid for 


Leasehold House, 43, Brompton-row, Brompton; term, 95 years from 
Ladyday, 1768; ground-rent, £7 ; let for whole term at £48 per annum. 
—Sold for £95. 

Leasehold, Nos. 45, Brompton-row, and 45, Chapel-place, Brompton ; term, 
97 years from Ladyday, 1766; ground-rent, £8:7:6: let at £99 per 
annum.—Sold for £180. 


By Messrs. Prickett & Son. 


——- tenement, No. 47, Little George-street, Hampstead-road.—Sold 
for £40. 


At Garraway’s.—By Mr. D. Cronin. 


Copyhold, “ The Silver Lion” Public-house, Penny-fields, Poplar, and nume- 
rous houses, &c.—Sold for £3,000. 

Leasehold Public-house, “‘ The Cock and Neptune,” St. George’s-street, 
Rateliffe-highway ; term, 31 years from Midsummer, 1858, at £63 per 
annum.—Sold for £2,900. 

Freehold Corner Public- -house, “ The Tile Kiln,” Tuilerie-street, Hackney- 
road; let at £60 per annum.—Sold for £1,260. 


AT THE Mart.—By Messrs. Beape & Sons. 


Freehold, Pond House Farm, Hornchurch, Essex, House, Farm buildings, 
2 cottages, and 52a. Or. 25p. arable and pasture land.—Sold for £3,400. 
Freehold, Great Warley-hall Farm, Great Warley, Essex, dwelling-house, 

— , and 230a. Ir. lp. arable, grazing, and wood land.—Sold for 
49,000. 


At Gapgaway’s.—By Mr. Furnis. 


improved rental of £176: 15: 3 per annum, secured upon the house 

+ ag i No. 16, Piccadilly; term, 7 years from 5th of April last.—Sold 
550. 

An improved rental of £186: 15: 3, secured on No. 17, Piccadilly ; same 

term.—Sold for £080. 

An improved rental of £78 : 6, arising from Nos. 208 and 209, High Hol- 

yoy abe in the rear ; term, 144 years from Midsummer next. 
— lor 


By Messrs. Fanesrotuenr, Crark, & Lyre. 


Freehold, Bridge House Farm, Wickford, Essex, family residence, out- 
buildings, and 186a. 3r. Sp. arable and pasture land.—Sold for £6,800. 
Freehold plot of building land, adjoining the Castle-inn, Wickford, 7a. Or. 

27p.—Sold for £400. 

Freehold and part copyhold, Hillman’s Farm, near the above ; dwelling- 
house, outbuildings, and 145a, 3r. 15p. arable and pasture land.—Sold 
for 16,400. 

Freehold plot of land, Wi inane Essex, known as White Horse-fields, 15a. 
Or. 12p.—Sold for £560 

ee Cottage, garden, and orchard, Hawkwell, Essex, la. 2r. 6p.—Sold 
lor 

Freehold plot of arable land, Gravel-pit-field, Hawkwell, with cottage and 
garden, 4a. Ir. 28p.—Sold for 4260, 

Freehold and part copyhold, High House Farm, Hawkwell, cottage, gar- 
den, and 19a. 3r. 32p. land.—Sold for £810. 

Freehold, Golden Cross Farm, Rochford, Essex, cottage, out-buildings, and 
53a. 3r. 24p. land.—Sold for £2,700. 

Freehold enclosure of arable jand, Hawkwell, known as the Tenancies, con- 
taining 10a. 2r. 30p.—Sold for £720. 

Freehold, New House Farm, Great Sutton, Essex; family residence, out- 
buildings, » and 83a. 2r. 24p. arable and pasture land.—Sold for 


£6,900. 
Freehold, near the church, Sutton, the Tan-yard, with double cottage, out- 
buildings, &., in all 2a. Ir. 6p.—Sold for £420, 


At Gannawar's,—By Mr. Atten Davis.—June 21. 
Freehold Houses, Nos. 1 and 2, Half-moon-street, Bishopsgate-street ; let 
at £40 per annum. — Sold for £A4M. 
Freehold, Nos. 3 and 4, Half-moon-street ; let at £39 per annum.—Sold 


for £410. 
Do. —g 2, 3, 4, and 5, Farrar’s-rents; let at £72 per annum.—Sold for 


Residences, Nos. 2 and 3, Harewood-square, Dorset-square ; 
term, 83} years from Midsummer, 1825 ; -rents, 16 guineas each ; 
let at £69 and £46 : 16 per annum. for £590 each. 

Leasehold Private Residence, No.4 oo - - weclgmatiaoinssay 


+ let at £65 Sold for 
"Menchediar-aiveet, 


Leasehold Residence, No.3 ‘snare; term, 





294 from  Mideacaenee, 1858 ; ground-rent, £7 : 10; let at £63 per 

annum.- Sold for £450. 

Leasehold improved rent of £80: 6:8 per annum, arising from Nos, 50 
and 51, agg ty gemactancpete term, 27} years from Midsum- 
mer, 1858. —Sold for £ 

Ground-rents and Heady ‘Tents. amounting to £119 : 18: 6 per annum, 
arising from coach-heuses and stabling, Tavistock-mews, Tavistock. 
square ; term, 39} years from Midsummer, 1858.—Sold for £870. 


At GARRAWAY's.—By Messrs. BLAKE. 


Freehold Residence, grounds, out-buildings, &c., Harrow Weald-park, near 
Stanmore, Middlesex, in all about 53 acres. —Sold for £8,550, 


By Messrs. Oarpen & Sons. 


Leaschold, 9 Houses, Nos. 1 to 9, Norfolk-terrace, Grange-road, Queen’s- 
road, Dalston, and a cottage in Holly-street; term, 58 years from Lad: 
= last; ground-rent, £32: 14; let at £250 per annum.—Sold id' be 
1,810. 
By Messrs. FAREBROTHER, CLARK, & LYE. 


Freehold, The Ashly Arnwood Estate, near Lymington, Hampshire, fam 
residence, agricultural buildings, and 195 acres of land ; let at £160 vo 
annum.—Sold for £5,000. 


AT THE Mart.—By Messrs. Coss. 


Freehold Villa Residence, grounds, &., Southborough, Bromley, Kent, in 
all Lla. Or. 33p.—Sold for £3,600. 

Freehold, an old house on Hanwell-moor, Hanwell, with orchard, &c., 3a. 
Or. Q7p. —Sold for £275. 


By Messrs. Prickett & Sons. 


Leasehold Residence, corner of Grove-road, Stamford-hill, also Woodville 
cottage, Grove-lane ; term, 70 years from Michaelmas, 1821; ground- 
rent, £28 : 10; let at £113 : 10 per annum.—Sold for £1,120. 

Leasehold, Nos. 1 to 6, Grove-lane, Stamford-hill, and 4 cottages and pre- 
mises in the rear; term, same as above; ground-rent, £2: 10; let on 
lease at £10 per annum.—Sold for £110. 

Leasehold, Grove Cottage, Grove-lane ; same term; ground-rent, £20; let 
for whole term, at £50 per annum.—Sold for £405. 

Leasehold, improved ground-rent of £16 : 15 per annum, arising from Nos. 
27 to 33, Wellington-street, Stoke Newington-road ; term, 75 years from 
25th of Dec., 1838.—Sold for £190. 

Leasehold, improved ground-rent of £15 per annum, arising from 35 to 41, 
Wellington-street ; same term as above.—Sold for £185. 

Leasehold, improved ground-rent of £10 per annum, secured on Nos. | to 
10, Brown’s-place, John-street, Wellington-street ; term, same as above. 
—Sold for £120. 

Do. do. of £9: 10 per annum, secured - Nos. 1 to 9, John-street, Wel- 
lington-street ; same term.—Sold for £ 

Freehold Villa Residence, Highfield Coan, Winchmore-hill, Edmonton.— 
Sold for £1,130. 

Do. 4 Cottages, Nos. 1, 2, 3, and 4, Highfield-row, Winchmore-hill ; let at 
£27 per annum. —Sold for £180. 

Do. 4 Cottages near the above ; let at £28 per annum.—Sold for £190. 


At THE Mart.—By Mr. Desennam.—June 22. 


Freehold waterside premises, Nos. 2 and 3, Tooley-street, Southwark.— 
Sold for £11,050. 

Freehold, one-third part of an entire 36th share in the Adventurers’ 
Moiety, New River Company, producing upwards of £298 per annum.— 
Sold for £6,600. 


At Garraway’s.—By Messrs. Davis & VicERs. 


A groufid-rent of £13: 10 per annum, secured upon Nos. 6, 7, and 8, Re- 
gent-street, Princes-road, Lambeth, and two tenements in the rear; 
term, residue of 53} years from Lady-day, 1817.—Sold for £80. 

Leasehold, improved ground-rent of £35 per annum, secured upon Nos. 9 
to 13, Cornwall-road, Lambeth, and premises in the rear; term, 55 years 
from Midsummer next.—Sold for £380. 

Leasehold, ground-rent of £50 per annum, secured upon Nos. | to 7, New- 
street, Borough-road, Southwark, also cottage, yard, stables, &c., in 
New-street ; term, 59 years from 23rd of June, 1830, at the rent of one 
farthing.—Sold for £605. 

Leasehold, improved ground-rent of £113 : 12: 9, secured upon Nos, 43 to 
56, Lower-marsh, Lambeth, and = in the rear; term, 90 years 
from Midsummer, 1821,—Sold for £1,5 

Freehold, House and Sho op, No. 8, ee. Covent-garden ; let at £55 
per annum.— Sold for £7 

Leasehold Residence, No. 14, Upper Porchester-street, Paddington; term, 
924 years from 25th of March, 1832; ground-rent, £5; let at £60 per 
annum.—Sold for £600. 


At tHe Mart.—By Messrs. Topiis & Harpine. 


Freehold Residence, ‘ Blenheim House,” Bath-road, Hounslow ; estimated 
value, £480 per annum.—Sold for £760. 

Freehold semi-detached Villa Residence, No. 3, Laburnham-villas, near 
the above ; estimated value, £35 per annum.—Sold for £260 

Freehold, a similar Residence, No, 2, Laburnham-villas.—Sold for £260, 

Copyhold Mansion, “* Komans,” Southall-green, Middlesex.—Sold for £850. 

Freehold meadow, opposite the above, about 3 acres.—Sold for £550. 


By Mr, E. Lomuey. 


Leasehold, Nos, 53, 54, and 55, Queen’s-road, Bayswater; let at £42 per 
house; term, 84 years from Midsummer, ma ground-rent, £7 per 
house,—Sold for £410 each. 

Leasehold Residence, No, 56, pagent 's-road ; let at £45 per annum; same 
term and ground-rent.— 


Leasehold, semi-detached Residence, No ‘i, Edith-grove, Brompton; term, “ 


69 years from 24th of June, 1857; ground-rent, £7; estimated value, 
£75 per annum. ~ Sold for £715. 

Freeho! pope Nos, 25 and 26, Sydney-street, Green-street, Bethnal- 
ay ad a plot of ground in the rear, fronting Norton-street.—Sold 
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Rondon Gazettes. 


Bankrupts. 


ERRATUM—Jn the Tuesday’s list of Bankrupts of last week, the notice as 
to the of THomas Best, should have been as follows :— 


BEET, Tuomas, Merchant, Sheffield, and WittiaM JonaTHaNn Beet, Mer- 
chant, Sheffield. Com. West; July 3 and Aug. 7, at 10; Council-hall, 
Sheffield. mf, Ass. Brewin. Sols. Branson & Son, Sheffield. Pet. yor 
Arrngt. Mar. 

TurspayY, June 29, 1858. 


BLACKHAM, Grorce (Blackham, Brothers), Grocer, Birmingham. Com. 
July 10 & 31, at 11.30; ham. og. Ass. Whitmore. 

hill, Birmingh: am. Adjn. June 
tural Implement Former, "Hertford. Com. 

Fane: July 9, afm 12.30; and Aug. 6, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. 
Whitmore. Sols. Armstrong, 5 Guildhall -chambers, Basinghall-st. ; or 
Turnley & Sharman, Bedford. Pet. June 24. 

CROPPER, Joun, Miller, Old Park-mill, Sheffield. Com. West: July 10 
and Aug. 7, at 10; Council -hall, Sheffield. Off. Ass. Brewin. Sols. 
Chambers & Waterhouse, Sheffield. Pet. June 16. 

FISHER, Joun, Builder, Nottingham. Com. Balguy: July 15 and Aug. 
3, at 10.30; Shire-hall, Nottingham. Og. Ass. Harris. Sols. Parsons 
& Son, Nottingham. Pet. June 25. 

KING, Joun, Clothier, Bradford, Wilts. Com. Hill: July 12 and Aug. 16, at 
Ul; Bristol. Off. Ass. Acraman, Sols. Merrick, Bradford ; or Abbot, Lucas, 
& Leonard, Bristol. Pet. June 26, 

KNAPP, ann & Enocn Davies, Builders, Newport, Monmouthshire. 
Com. Hill: July 12 and Aug. 10, at 11; Bristol. Og. Ass. Acraman. 
Sols. Bevan & Girling, Small-st., Bristol. Pet. June 18. 

MAJORS, Joun, Timber Dealer, Liverpool. Com. Perry: July 12 and Aug. 
2, at 11; Liverpool. Off. Ass. Cazenove. Sol. Etty, 33 Lord-st., Liver- 
pool. Pet. June 21. 

OWEN, Joun, Slate Merchant, Rhyl, Flintshire. Com. Perry: July 14 
and Aug. 2, at 11; Liverpool. Off. Ass. nove. Sols. Evans & Son, 
Commerce-ct., Lord-st., Liverpool ; or Wyatt & Sisson, St. Asaph, Flint- 
shire, Pet. June 21. 

SMITH, Josern, Maltster, Tewkesbury, Gloucestershire. Com. Hill: July 
12 and Aug. 16, at 11; Bristol. Og. Ass. Acraman. Sols. Holland, 
Gregory, & Whatley, Upton-on-Severn ; or Abbot, Lucas, & Leonard, 
Albion-chambers, Bristol. Pet. June 12. 

THORNE, WittitamM, Artificial Flower Maker, 4a Cripplegate-bldgs., and 
lately of Houndsditch, Draper. Com. Goulburn: July 12, at 12; and 
Aug. 9, at 1; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. Nicholson. Sols. Ashurst, Son, 
& Morris, 6 Old Jewry. Pet. June 28. 

WALKER, Wut1am, Woolstapler, Bradford, Yorkshire. Com. West: July 
ae oe 6, at 11 ; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Of. Ass. Young. Sols. 

34 Lime-st., "London ; or Dibb, ‘Atkinson, & Piper, Leeds. Pet. 
June is. 
Farivar, July 2, 1858. 


AVERY, Witt1aM, Ship Owner, Bristol. Com. Hill : 
at ll; Bristol. Og. Ass. Miller. Sols. Bevan & Girling, Bristol. 


June 19, 

BAYLIS, James, Crape and Lace Warehouseman, 6 Carey-lane. Com. 
Goulburn: July 12 and Aug. 16, at 11; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. Nichol- 
son. Sol. Leete, 36a Wood-st. Pet. June 17. 

BENNETT, JosErH, Contractor for Public Works, Bridge-row-wharf, Pim- 
fico. . Holroyd: July 20, at 2.30; and Aug. 17, at 11; Basinghall- 
st. Off. Ass. Edwards. Sols. ‘Lawrance, Plews, & Boyer, 14 Old Jewry- 
chambers. Pet. July 1. 

BISSELL, NarHante., Innkeeper, Cross-inn, Kingswinford, Staffordshire. 
Com. Balguy : ag and. Aug. 4, at 10; Birmingham. Of. Ass. 
Whitmore, & Brooke Robinson, Dudley ; or James & 
Knight, Birmingham. Pet. June 29, 

BURTON, James, Bookseller, Atherstone, Warwickshire. Com. Balguy: 
July 14 and Aug. 4, at 10; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. 
_ why Son, Atherstone; or James & Knight, Birmingham. Pet. 


CHRISTICAS, Cuartes, Provision Merchant, 5 Farringdon-st. Com. 
Goulburn: July 12 and Aug. 9, at 2; Basinghall-st. Og. Ass. Pennell. 
Sols. Pocock & Poole, 58 Bartholomew-close. Pet. June 30, 

PAINE, Henry, Tailor, 234 Strand. Com. Evans: July 15, at 1.30; and 
Aug. 12, at 11; Basinghall-st. Og. Ass. Johnson. Sol. Wood, 12 Cop- 

let. . June 29.24 
REISNER, Wautsam (W (W. , & Co.), Commission Merchant, 40 Broad- 


July 13 and Aug. 10, 
Pet. 


st.-bldgs. July 16, at 12; and Aug. 13, at 11 30; Basing- 
op oF. Ass. Cannan. Sols. Ashurst, Son, & Morris, 6 Old Jewry. 


— ote ll Flour Dealer, Everton, Liverpool. Com. Perry: July 15 

are and Aug. 12, at 11; Liverpool. Og. Ass. Bird. Sol. Duke, Liverpool. 
June 24, 

SPARK, ALrrep, Manufacturing Jeweller, late of Hunter-st., Brunswick- 
3q. Com. Holroyd: July 13, at 2; and Aug. 17, at 12; Basinghall- st. 
ra - "4 . Lawrance, Plews, & Boyer, 4 Ola Jewry-chambers. 

STRATFORD, Joseru, Baker, 20 Pelham-st., Thurlow-sq., Brompton. 
Com, Fane: o-. 15, at 11; and Aug. 13, at 12; Basinghall-st. . 

Sol. Moss, 15  oetanel -hill, Gracechureh-st. Pet. July 


waai,, Gonos, sh TE, Lincolnshire. Com, Ayr- 
uly at. ‘own-hall, Kingston-upon-Hull. ©, 
Aas, Carrick. Sols. Fiett'& ‘ _— Brigg ; or England & by, ing. 


ston-upon-Hull, Pet. pal 


BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
Faipay, July 2, 1858, 
Bors, Grorox, Builder and Licensed Victualler, Park-st., Bromley, Mid- 
@lesex,—June 2%, 


MEETINGS, 
Tusspay, June 29, 1858, 


wn, Corn Merchant, Welch Back, 
Bristol. 2 gg Reng ogra —ap rg Dg Com. West, : 








Bryan, Epwarp, Innkeeper, late of Kington, Herefordshire, now of Lower 
Herefordshire, out 


out of business. Div. July 
22, at 11.30; Birmingham. Com. Balguy. 

CuareE, Wittiam Treesy, Ironfounder, Devonport. Aud. Accts. & Div. 
July 23, at 1; Athenzeum, Plymouth. Com. Bere. 

Cock, GeorcE, Grocer, nag lll Aud. Accts. & Div. July 23, at 1; 
Atheneum, Plymouth. Com. 

Davies, FrepERIC READ, Pomme 42 Union-st., Plymouth. Awd. Accts, 
é& Div. July 23, at 1; Atheneum, Plymouth. Bere. 

_ GEORGE, Naples and Sardinian Cord Manufacturer, Nottingham. 

Div. July 20, at 10.30; Shire-hall, Nottingham. Com. y. 

Deane, Grorce, & FREDERICK Yous, Merchants, Liverpool. Div. July 
20, at 11; Liverpool. Com. Perry. 

FLETCHER, ‘Joun FLETCHER, Surgeon sing a Long Sutton, other- 
wise Sutton St. Mary’s, arnt & Div. Jaly 20, at 
10.30; Shire-hall, Nottingham. Com. Balgu 

Gu, ROBERT HENRY, Innkeeper, Hartipool Die. July 20, at 11.30; 
Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon+ Tyne. 

Greenwoop, Tuomas, & Samvuen Emo, B Donaere | Cannon-st., and St. 
Aubyn-st., Devonport. Aud, Accts, & Div. July 23, at 1; ‘Atheneum, 
Plymouth. Com. Bere. 

Hinpaavuen, Mary, & Anraur FERDINAND DE NEUMANN (N. sr 
& Co.), Timber Merchants, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Div. sep. est. of M. 
Seo July 21, at 1; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon- Com. 

ison. 

Kirxep, Lancetor, Iron Ship-Builder, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Div. July 
21, at 11; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. Ellison. 

Mang, FRANCES, GeorcE Keen, & Epmunp Jonn Earpier Mane (J. E. 
Mare & Co.), Ironfounders, Plymouth. Awd. Accts. & Div. joint est., and 
sep. est. of G. Keen, July 23, at 1; Athenzum, Plymouth. Com. Bere. 

PARKER, ALEXANDER Smita, Draper, 9 Buckland-st., Plymouth. Div. 
July 23, at 1; Atheneum, Plymouth. Com. Bere. 

Price, ROWLAND, Scrivener and Share Dealer, Stourbridge, Worcester- 
shire. Creditors to meet at office of Edwin & Herbert Wright, 6 Water- 
loo-st., Birmingham, on July 24, at 12, to agree to an offer of compo- 
sition to be then made. 

Ranson, Joun, Ship-Owner, Sunderland, Durham. ast Er. (by adj. 
from June 16), July 12, at 11.30; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Com. Ellison. 

REVERs, ‘Tuomas, Grocer, Broadway, Worcestershire. Div. July 22, at 
11.30; Birmingham. Com. Balguy. 

Tuomas, Davin, Grocer, 47 Bedford-st., Plymouth; 18 Union-st., Ply- 
mouth; and 19 Tavistock-st., Devonport. Aud. Accts. & Div. July 23, 
atl; Atheneum, Plymouth. Com. Bere. 

THOMPSON, Rosert, Builder, West Hartlepool. Durham. Last Er. (by adj. 
from June 21), July 12, at 11; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon- 
Com, Ellison. 

THOMPSON, Witt, Dealer in Artificial Manures, Tamerton Foliott, Ply- 
mouth. Aud. Accts, & Prt. of Dots. July 23, at 1; Atheneum, Ply- 
mouth. Com. Bere. 

Turner, Witt1aM, & Tuomas Mason, Cotton Spinners, New Mills, near 
Ashbourne, Derbyshire. Awd. Accts. & Div. July 20, at 10.30; Shire- 
hall, Nottingham. Com. Balguy. 

VertcH, ANDREW, Music Seller, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Final Div. July 
ai, at 12; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. Ellison. 

Yeats, JAMES SepasTian, Stock and Share Broker, 6 Bank-chambers, 
Lothbury. Div. July ail, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 

Fripay, July 2, 1858, 

Apa, WiL1am, Merchant, 34 Great Tower-st. Div. July 23, at 12; Ba- 
singhall-st. Com. Fane. 

ALLEN, StspHen, & Henry Jonas Smiru, Merchants and Money Dealers, 
omy aaa Mark-lane. Div. July 23, at 11; Basinghall-st. 

. Fane. 

ArmstTRoNG, Roser, Builder, South Shields. ast Ex. (by jadj. from 

~~ ing duly 14, at 12; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. 


Backnovuse, Tuomas, Painter, Leeds. Div. July 23, at 11; Commercial- 
bidgs., Leeds. Com. West. 

BLAcKETT, JamEs, Grocer, Leeds. Div. July 23, at 11 ; Commercial-bidgs., 
Leeds. Com. West. 

BrinDcey, Joun, Brickmaker, Chester, formerly of Tarvin, Cheshire. Div. 
July 29, at 11; Liverpool. Com. Perry 

BUTLer, Wittiam, Victualler, Holborn-hill. Die. July 23, at 11; Basing- 
hall-st. Com. Fane. 

Hanson, BENJAMIN, Cotton Waste Dealer, Paddock, Huddersfield. Div. 
Aug. 2, at 11; Commercial- -bidgs., Leeds. Com. Ayrton. 

HARRISON, Henry, Tailor, Sheffield (Henry Harrison & Co.) Die. Jaly 
24, at 10; Council-hall, Sheffield. Com. West. 

Hawxins, Henry JonaTHAN, Licensed Victualler and Dairyman, late of 
1 Midway-ter., Lower-rd., Rotherhithe, now of 7 Midway-ter., Lower- 
rd, Rotherhithe, Dealer in Milk. Div. July 26, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. 
Com. Goulburn. 

Horst, ARCHIBALD, Manure Manufacturer and Wharfinger, Bull Head Dock, 
Rotherhithe, late of Newman’s-ct., Cornhill. Die. July 26, at 11; Ba- 
singhall-st. Com. Goulburn. 

LACKERSTEEN, AUGUSTUS ALEXANDER, Merchant, 2 Broad-st.-bldgs. (A. A. 
Lackersteen & Co.) Div. July 23, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Com, Fane. 

Norsvry, Tuomas, & Ricaarp Binpvoss, Silk Manufacturers, Manchester. 
Further Div. July 26, at 12; Manchester. Com. Jemmett. 

Perper, Joun, & Epwin Appy Hotes, Grocers, 13 Waingate, Sheffield. 
Div. July 24, at 10; Council-hall, Sheffield. 

PorRTER, JosEru, Screw Bolt Manufacturer, Salford, “Lancashire, lately in 
_——. with Edward Rowell (Rowell & Porter) as Accountants. 

= iv os mg + Manchester. . Jemmett. 
TER, THOMAS, Woolstapler, Frome Selwood, Somerset. Div. July 
at 11; Bristol. ill, . 4 

Rawystey, Samvst, Brush ee. Halifax. Die. July 23, at Uy 

ectmmercial- » Leeds. Com, Wi 
oBY, |OMAS RELFALL, se hog Runcorn, Cheshire (Threifall, 

y & Co.) Div. July 26, at 11; Liverpool. Com. Perry ‘ 

ae Joun, Innkeeper, Tickhill, Y Yorkshire, Div. Die, July 24, atl; Couneil- 

hail, Sheffield. Com. West. 

Suaw, Joun, & Jossen Saaw, Tuilors, Sheffield.. Div. sep. est. of J. Shaw, 
July 24, at 10; Council-hall, Sheffield. Com. West. 

Suaw, Wititam, Oi and Linseed Cake — aie Sheffield. Die. 
July 24, at 10; Braces lie, Keeley 

Sxarrs, Josspu, Corn igley Yorthir 1 Die, Jaly 8, a Uy 
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Srevenson, WrittaM, Auctioneer, Sheffield. Creditors to meet at Couneil- 
hall, Sheffield, on July 24, at 10, to decide upon an offer ‘——. 
— T own-hall, on 
. May . 


DIVIDENDS, 
Tourspay, June 29, 1858. 


ArnoLD, BenJamin Pain, Manufacturer and Warehouseman, Manchester. 
Div. 2s. 10d. Fraser, 45 George-st., Manchester; any Tuesday, 11 to 1. 
Campin, HENRY, Warehouseman, 87 Watling-st. Second, 44d. Lee, 20 

5 Sune Hh See rye someon Wednesdays, 11 to 2. 
RY, Publican, Bristol. Div. 5s. Miller, 19 St. Augus- 
tine’s-parade, Bristol ; any Wednesday, 11 to 1. 

Cooper, Leaner. Tokeaear Cheltenham. Diy. 7d. Miller, 19 St. 


A ¥ ; any Wednesday, 11 
Heyeean, Hiaxay Jon, & Wittiam JanseN, Merchants, 8 C 
10 Basi .; any Thursday, 11 to 2 
Hanns, ‘Rice, & } ot Wittiams Harais, Glass and Manufacturers, 
109d. joint est. ; ;_ First, 8s. 10d. sep. est. R. 
Harris ; and First, 6s. 4d. sep. est. R. W. Harris. Whitmore, 19 Temple- 
st., m; any Tuesday, 11 to 3. 
Hocugs, Davi, Grocer, Tn r. First, ls. 8d. Acraman, 19 St. Augus- 


tine’s-parade, Bristol ; ednesday, 11 to 1. 

Lams, THomas, Grocer, yan Pala —e 43d. Hernaman, 69 Princess- 
st., Manchester; any Tuesday, 10 to 

PAYNE, JouN CoMBERBACH, tana thd Manchester. Hest, 3s. 4d. Her- 
naman, 69 Princess-st., Manchester; any Tuesday, 10 to 

Roper, Taomas, Druggist, 6 Falcon-sq. ao. ls. 4d. yo 20 Alder- 
manbury; June 30, 11 to 2. 

Surra, WILLI4M, Grocer, Bolton-le-Moors. First, 1ljd. Hernaman, 69 
Princess-st., Manchester; any Tuesday, 10 to 

Tozer, Henry, Tinplate Worker, 3 pes oho, and 3 Cranbourne-st., 
elie First, ld. Stansfeid, 0 Basinghall-st. ; any Thursday, 


11 to 2. 
Fray, July 2, 1858. 


Bawey, Witttam Lamont, & Ricuanp Harvey, jun., Merchants, 23 
Crutched-friars. First, 3s. Pennell, 3 Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall- 
st.; any Tuesday, 11 to 2. 

Barpesrrt, Witi1am, & Jonn Picarp, Corn Factors, Mark-lane-chambers, 
08 WS Sore Seshecan, Mock lone. First, 8d. joint est. ; and First, 20s. 
sep. est. W. Bardgett. ennell, 3 Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st. ; 
any Tuesday, 11 to 2. 

Bensusan, Jacos Levy. pioushon, $ Magdalen-row, Great Prescott-st., 
Middlesex. Second, 2}d., sep. est. Poeanll 3 Guildhall: chambers, Ba- 
singhall-st.; any Tuesday, 11 to 2. 

—-: Josnua Levi, Merchant, 6 Magdalen-st., Great Prescott-st. 

5s., sep. est. Pennell, 3 Guildhall-chambers, Dasinghalle -st.; any 


Tuesday, 11 to 2. 
Bensvsan, Samus. Levy, Merchant, 6 Magdalen-row, Great Prescott-st. 
-chambers, Basinghall-st. ; 


Fourth, » Sep. est. Ft 3 Guildhall. 
any y, ll to2. 

BijmrLinek, ALEXANDER, & Georg AnnoLp Gustav Esser. First, 1s. 9d., 
joint est.; and 20s., sep. est. A. Bohtlingk. Morgan, 10 Cook-st., Liver- 
pool ; any Wednesday, ll to 2. 

Carorx, a fe Merepirsa, Lace Manufacturer, Nottingham. Second, 
7d. Harris, Middie-pavement, Nottingham; on Monday next, or three 

piiloving Mondays, 11 3, 11 34 3. - aot, 

First, 5s. 2d. 10 -st., Liv $ Wed- 
hee organ, » Liverpool; any 

Fiter, Wittiam Bromiey, me 41 Lime-st. First, 1s. 3d. Pennell, 
3 Guildhall-cham! any Tuesday, 11 to 2. 

Horwer, Taomas, House Sees, “ib Hart-st., Bloomsbury. Second, 
2s. i tae, 3 Guildhall-chambers,. ns, Basinghall-st ; any Tuesday, 11 to 2. 

, CHaBLes, Umbrella Parasol Manufacturer, 22 Fore-st. 
“Pint ‘ca. Pennell, 3 Guildhall: chambers, Basinghall-st. ; any Tnhes- 
y, Li to 

Petts, Joun, Corn and Coal Merchant, Elmswell, Suffolk. First, 2s. Pen- 

nell, 3 Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st.;-any Tuesday, 11 to 2. 


CERTIFICATES, 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
TurspaY, June 29, 1858, 
Arkivsos, Haxny Writ1am, & Tuomas Witt1am Kina, Builders, Suther- 
land-gardens, Maida-vale. July 22, at 1.30; Basinghall-st easton, enh 


Fietcnen, Joun Fiercuer, Surgeon and Apothecary, Long 

ee ny, Seen: Aug. 3, at 10.30; Shire-hall, Not- 
Joux, Plumber and Glazier, High-st., Evesham, Worcestershire. 

July 26, at 10; Birmingham. man Os 

22, at 2; Basinghall-st. ‘ a 

Roox, Tuomas, Contractor and Dealer in Manure, Gibraltar-walk, Beth- 
roe a moi: ma Earl-st., Blackfriars. July 20, at 11.30; 

Seppox, Jonn  Shiperght, Li Liverpool. at 12; 

a StLas, Cotton Tyonr, Coban’ Leneiben Lancashire. ag 21, at 

Warrrmonan, Josern, Boot and Shoe Maker, Liverpool. July 22, at 11; 

Fawax, July 2, 1858. 

Baxres, Fong BO freee ee, & Josmeu GatLowaY, Manufac- 
turers, Eccles-| near Bradford, Yorkshire, and July 23 
at 11; Commercial-bidgs., Leeds ; on applon. Ul dmyindel 

Beaote, James, Upholsterer, 89 Bridge-ra., Lambeth. July 26, at 1; 


sxaow, Jovnrs, Ribbon and Trimming Manufacturer, , Coventry. July 23, 
Catan, Wuatam, Maltster, Ware, Herts. il 
Hatt, James Bowaan, Drags, Neewel, Detyahire. "July 3, at 10 


M pe os 1100; Oonmanectabelege, Leste’ em Hadsecatel, July 








ag 0 Cuanues, Grocer, Tipton, Staffordshire, Aug: 9, at 10; Birming- 


INGLEDEW, Tuomas, & BERNARD INGLEDEW, Coal Fitters, Middlesborough, 
Yorkshire. July 23, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. 
bape: he ae Innkeeper, East Grinstead, Sussex. July 26, at 12; Ba- 
st 


LisEtTr, Groner, Busk Manufacturer, Sheffield. July 24, at 10; Council- 
hall, Sheffield. 

Maze, George, Miller, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Staffordshire. July 23, at 
10; Birming! 

MEEKs, JOBN, Upholsterer, Leamington Priors, Warwickshire. July 26, at 
10; Birmingham. 


PoyNTER, Joun, Draper, Guisborough, Yorkshire. July 23, at 11; Com- 
mercial-bldgs., Leeds. 

RoBERTS, JOHN, Tailor, Taunton. July 28, at 11; Queen-st., Exeter. 

Smiru, SAMUEL, Woollen Momoteeseret, Batley Carr, Dewsbury. July 23, 
at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. 

= ‘Tacos, Broker, Small-st., Bristol. July 26, at 11; Bristol. 
WILLIAMs, pear, Ship Smith, Cardiff. July 27, at 11; Bristol. 

Worstex, THomas, r, Cat Clough, Baxenden, Lancashire. 
July 23, at 12; Manchester 


To be DELIVERED, unless APPEAL be duly entered. 
TuEspay, June 29, 1858. 


Biutiiner, ALEXANDER, & Gzorc ARNoLD Gustav Esser, Merchants, 
Liverpool. June 22, Ist class. 

Giasson, Jonn, Steam Boiler Maker, Newark-upon-Trent. June 22, 3rd 
class. 


Hemming, Samvet, Builder, Birmingham. June 21. 2nd class. 

JENNER, ARTHUR Ricg, Buyer and Letter-Out to Hire of Ma- 
chines, Hartley-row, Winchfield, Hampshire. June 22, 8rd class; to be 
suspended for 12 mos. from May 21. 

Pierce, peor 18 Ironmonger-lane, and 54 Liverpool-st., Bishopsgate, Car- 
— and Builder, and of Martha’s Tavern, 48 Coleman-st., Licensed 

ictualler. June 23, 2nd class. 

Ratrray, THOMAS, Ironmonger, 18 Bedford-pl., Commercial-road East. 
June 23, Ist class. 

Sycxetmoore, Tuomas, Currier, Gabriel’s-hill, panos, Kent. June 19, 
3rd class ; to be suspended for 3 mos. from May 

Tyack, WitL14M, Innkeeper, Camborne, pte Ye ss tn 23, 2nd class. 


Faiway, July 2, 1858. 


ALLEN, StepHen, & Henry Jonas Smrrn, ‘Merchants & Money Dealers, 
Mark-lane-chambers, Mark-lane. June 25, 3rd class, to H. J. Smith. 
Barker, Wit.1AM, Innkeeper, Dunnington, Yorkshire. June 28, 3rd class. 
Biow, Ronert, & Joun a, Corn & Coal Merchants, Great Grimsby, 

<~ oe aetmand Vierailie Tronbridge 

CHICKEN, WILLIAM. Tr, Tavern, Barking-rd., 
Bromley, Middlesex. June 25, 2nd class. 

Cox, Georce, Grocer, Wrexham, Denbighshire. June 24, 2nd class, sub- 
ject to a suspension of 6 mos. 

Craven, THomas, & JessE CraVEN, Ironfounders, Bradford, Yorkshire. 
June 28, 3rd class. 

CrossteY, WitLiaM, & Ques Crosstex, Cotton Spinners, Elland, York- 
shire. "June 25, 3rd. class. 

Fox, GEORGE, Ironmonger, Kew-green, Kew. June 25, 2nd class. 

Huson, Jemmhe & James Hanson, Woollen Spinners, ‘Huddersfield. June 

¢ 
’ 
Hassett, Samvuet TaLsor, Merchant, Kingston-upon-Hull. June 23, 3rd 
class ; sulvpet $0 9 anapenion ct 9 ize. 

M‘CALMAN, Coun, Ship Chandler, Li and at Prince Edward’s 
Island, in co-partnership with James Wu.son (Wilson, Brown, & Co.) 
June 17, 1st class to Colin M‘Calman. 

Morrison, Tuomas, Coal Merchant, Rhyl, Flintshire. June 17, 2nd class. 

Pace, Ropert, Coal Owner, Forest of ey Gloucestershire ; and Dover, 
Kent, Grocer. June 23, Ist class. 

PELHAM, GEORGE Browne, Builder, 11 Albert-st., Camden-town. June 
25, 2nd class. 

Rowley, Samvgn, Grocer, Sheffield. June 12, 3rd class, 

Seaton, WiLL1AM NewsovLp, Table Knife Manufacturer, 


, Sheffield, June 
12, 3rd class. 
Snanr, JOuN, r, Tickhill, ay June 12, 3rd class. 
Suppen, Tuomas, Coal Merchant, r, Kent. June 25, and 


SuLLivaN, Josepn, Victualler, pO Maryleport-st., Bristol, 
June 20, 2nd class. 

Taxon, THomas, Earthenware Dealer, Halifax. June 11, 3rd class. 

Tee Tuomas, Flint Grinder, Moddershall Mill, near Stone, Stafford- 


fog yal th’-Hill, Cheshire. June 
Wikis, James, Draper, Ketley, near Wellington, Salop. June 25, 2nd 


Witson, Caries pment, & Wawel WALkenr Witson, Pianoforte Dealers 
Leeds. June 11, 3rd class, 


Professional Partnerships Wissolbcd. 
Tugspay, June 29, 1858, 


£, RicwaRd Sue, & Joun D. Bont, Attorneys and Solicitors, 
i neg’ beak 

Bouane, Josern GREen, Monsey Wainwatcat, & James SaMuEL 

= er Solicitors, Dudley, Worcestershire ; by effluxion 

Rymer, Joun SNAITH, ARCHIBALD Mosaar, WiiuiaM Henay Rrwer, & 

Howarp WitLiaM MANSFIELD Jackson, Attorneys and Solicitors, 26 

Charles-st., St. — | by mutual conseng, as regards J. 8. Rymer, 
and A, Murray. June 28, 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors, 
pice gers ps vel 


Ba Taomms Ham, Grocer, 
Pron Carditt ; by y hn i 
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Brounlow-hill, SLiver- 
Cable-st., Liverpool ; 
ors to execute before 





aga, Rows of Vermin 

"pet Jane oat. Fessee i H, timer inter 
Sot Husband, 99 Beeniti, Le Gre 
July 24. -st., Live 

Hospay, » hey & James Leecn, Silie Manufacturers, Spring-gardens, 
Manchester. June 23. 7rustees, C. H. Preston, Silk Merchant, Cheapside, 
Manchester; F. Helbling, Silk Merchant, Spring-gardens, Manchester. 
Sol. Cooper, 44 Pall-majl, Manchester. 

fivccon, Curisroruzr, Cloth Manufacturer, Pudsey, Yorkshire. June 3. 
Trustees, T. Riley, Wool Merchant, Leeds; H. Austin, Wool Merchant, 
Leeds. Creditors to execute before Sept. 3. Sol. Simpson, 34 Commercial- 


' gt., Leeds. 

siitexs, Ricuarp Werrs, Saddler, Thame, Oxfordshire. June 21. 
Trustee, S. J. Johnson, Currier, Thame, Sols. Holloways, Thame. 

Tart, JOHN, Builder, Clarendon-gardens, Middlesex, May 31, Trustees, W. 

Timber Merchant, 35 -8q.; W. Collins, Ironmonger, 
‘Birmingham, wig bettepeng SL ny lesex. Sol. Metcalfe, 15 Bedford-row. 
Waters, Ricuarp, Dealer in ag Wools and Fancy Wares, Wolver- 
June 10. Trustees, C. W. Slee, F Manufacturer, 5 & 6 
Newgate-st.; J. Smith, Boot Maker, 3 Church-st., Stoke Newington. 
Sols. Wild’ Barber, 104 Ironmonger-lane, Cheapside. 

Wuxtnson, Jonx, Woollen Cloth Manufacturer, Market-st., Huddersfield, 
and Pedley’s Mill, Paddock, near Huddersfield. June 3. Trustees, W.E. 
Hirst & W. Hirst, Woolstaplers Huddersfield; H. Charlesworth, Scrib- 
bling Miller, Huddersfield. Sol. Clough, 37 Market-st., Huddersfield. 


Faipay, July 2, 1858. 
Banton, Henry, Stationer, bag Wilts. June 22. Trustees, T. Bur- 
, Carpenter, Broad Chalk, Wilts; W. Burrough, Yeoman, Broad 
Chalk. Creditors to execute before Sept. 22. Sol. Stephen Hill, Salis- 


» bury. 

Cavzi, Lvuico Antonio, Optician, 60 Bute-st., Cardiff. June 15. Trustees, 
J. Imray, Chart Publisher, 89 Minories, London; W. Wilson, Instrument 
Maker, 3 Shaftesbury-ter., Grove-rd., Mile-end. Sol. Morris, 6 Old 
Carsticx, Witttam, Wheelwright, Liverpool. June 5. Trustees, J. Smith, 
Timber. Merchen T. James, Iron amen J. Lyon, Iron Merchant, all 

of Livy: Sol. Smith, 6 Ni eecpor 
Gormer, A. General Dealer, orth Shields. June 16. Trustee, D. 
Marks, Wholesale Jeweller, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Creditors to execute 

mart, Faabinice Sol. Joel, 76 Grey-st., Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

— EDERICK Witttam AtPHONSO, Grocer, Waterhead-mill, near 
Lancashire. June 8. Trustees, J. Whitworth, Wholesale Grocer, 
orkshire. Sol. 









— 




























on ah D. G. » Corn Miller, Brighouse, Y: 
Sutton, 16 ~St., 
Micwoison, JosEPH, yp wee goa Portmanteau Mannfacturer, 43 Lud- 
29. , G. Roll, Floor Cloth Masvufacturet, Ken- 







ictualler, Bear-inn, Rodboroug’ h, Glou- 

— S. Sims, Mealman, Lightpill Flour-mills, 

Bi Victualler, Swan-inn, Stroud, 
Sols. Ball & Purchas, Stroud. 


Crevitors under Estates in Chancery. 
TuEspayY, June * 1858, 









James, Farmer, Sweethaws arp, feharteld, Sussex (who 
in December, 1856). apc v. gp as . Kindersley, 


July 24. 
Spinster, 8 Trafalgar, Edmonton (who died in September, 
C. Stnart. Last Day for Proof, July 20. 
poRGE, Cheesemonger, 16a King- st., Westminster phieys died in Jan., 
i857), Re Re May’s estate, Childerstone pv. May, M.R. Last Day for Proof, 


duly 23 
Piast, Jases am, aa, Lanonshize (who died on Aug. 27, 1857). 
Schofield, V. Week for Proof, July 20. 
Wasor, WILtiaM, Reading (who iia in » 1844). Windsor v. Truss, 
= R. Last Day for haem ch July 23. 









Warpert, Ricnanp Weymouth and Melcombe Bogie, 
Deactahre who died in Feb, 185). Burdon v. Wardell, V. C. Kin- 
dersley. , July 26. 





andsworth- rd., neg (who died on Nov. 
1, 1846). Sturdy v. Sturdy, V. C. Stuart. Last Day for Proof, July 31. 


Farpay, July 2, 1858. 
Pam, Rev. on Rta Day fo » Essex twee Get in Oct., 1820). 
v. Prod, 
oo SAMUEL, a Cusines ‘cane di died in Feb., 1856). 
Harborne's Estate, Hamated 6. od V.€. Wood. Last Day for 













yy Seaseantson, Wesleyan Minister, Nottingham (who 

died “ Noy. 19, 1851), Hepund o. Huxtalle, M. R. Last De for 

amor, Epwaxp, Baker, Cambridgeshire (who died In Jan. 
. v. 





-upon- ‘ose, , Warwickshire 






“(who died in , 1855). Re , A , 
tt anc renee Sie 
Witt). Ro Bach’s Emate, EAs e Bethe, V.C Stoart, Leet dey, 

Proof, 9. 

Watrorn, Joux 





, am Eowaxp, B ., Witham, ease who died in Ang. 18 , 1857). 

Wntans, Awx, Spins aaa Pea (oho died 

in Mar., 1857), Williams's Estate, v. Griffiths, Wood, V. C. 
WB inding-up of Joint Stock Companies. 


Turspay, June 29, 1858. 













their debts before V 
phd od yy Babe 


;, (AES 
may be A te, aii tnd vidarioe afta 





and Joshua Barrett, on June 19. Terrell & Chamberlain, 30 Basing- 

hall-st., tors for the Petitioners. 

PaDInAM mw Leacce Company.—V. C, Fintorsieg will, at his Cham- 
bers, on July 9, at 2, appeint an Official Manage 

Seamiess LeATner Company (LIMITED).—A Petition for the dissolution. 

and winding-up of this Company was, on June 26, presented to the Lord 

Chancellor by Charles ,3aC ph, Sloane-street, which 

will be heard before Y. ©, inlersiey, on July 9. John G. Reynell, 

Solicitor for the Petitioner, 8 Staple-inn. 


Faiway, July 2, 1858. 
Unstimired, in CHANCERY. 


Escarr Mwyn Mrixinc Company.—V. C. Wood will, on July 16, at 12, at 
his Chambers, proceed to make a call for 17. 5s. per share, on the several 
persons who are settled on the list of Contributories. 

FaTworks AND WHeaL Virtus Misine Company.—V. ©. Wood will pro- 
pe hy: July 16, at 12, at his Chambers, to settle the list of Contribu- 
to 


Sroteh Sequestrations 
TuEspa¥, June 29, 1858. 


Arxman, Georee, Iron Merchant, yet July 6, at 12; Faculty-hall, 
St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seg. June 2 

ANNAND, Tuomas, Ironmonger, Brechin. ine 5, at 1; Commercial-hotel, 

thin. Seg. June 23. 

Eapie, WILLIAM, a Dundee. July 7,at 1; British-hotel, Dun- 
dee. 9 24. 

HAMILTON, Waewae, Timber Merchant, Edinburgh (T. Hamilton & Ce.) 
— 9, at 3; Lyon’s Sale-rooms, 18 George-st., Edinburgh. Seg. 

une 26. 

Prciar, Jonny, Tailor, Gordon-st., Glasgow. July 6, at 12; 
St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seg. June 25. 

Younc, CHARLES ‘Dexoow, ——< Neve ag at 5 Bruntsfield-pl., Edin- 
burgh, carrying on b . Glasgow, London, Manches- 
ter, and Liverpool (C. D. Young & Co.)  faly 7, at 11; ; at the office of 
C. D. Young & Co., 48 New-build., North-bridge, Edinburgh. Seq. 


Faculty-hall, 





June 25. 
Fripay, July 2, 1858. 
Forp, Josep, Mill Master, Water of Leith, Edinburgh. July 6, at 1; 
Dowells & Lyon’s Rooms, 18 George-st., Edinburgh. Seg. June 29. 
HERBERT, Wituram, Tailor, Trongate, Sy July 6, at 12; had 
Stock Exchange, National Ban‘-b'dgs . June 
SANDERSON, HENRY, Manufacturer, Gaachiala.” de July 7, at 12; *  Abvvotasoed- 


arms- . ls. S2g. June 28. 








SECOND-HAND BOOKS. 
Now ready, Gratis and Post-free, 
CATALOGUE of STANDARD SECOND-HAND 
BOOKS, in all Classes of Literature, including Books of Prints, 
Topography, &c., many in handsome bindings. 
Witi1am Dawson and Sons, 74, Cannon-st., City, London. 
Established 1809. 
FIVE HUNDRED ADOPTERS. 


AINS SOLICITORS’ BOOK-KEEPING.— 

The Solicitors who haye had account books to adopt this system, 

this day number FIVE HUNDRED! Mr. Kain’s Work (6th Edition, with 
Rental System, price 6s.), and the Account ee oS eee 
Saeee of Che Cacegenan: 6) Camu ant at the Offices of the Legal 


as & Cosnert, Law and General Accountants, 16, Gresham-streef, 
City. Ist May, 1858. 








HRISTIAN SUBMISSION.—New Sacred 
by Miss M. LINDSAY, Poetry by Rev. JOHN KEBLE. 
decorated. 2s. 6d, 

Also, by the same, “ Jacob,” 2s. 6d. ; 

will provide,” 2s. Gd. 
ARBLINGS AT. EVE.—Brilliant Morceau de 

Salon, for Piano, by BRINLEY RICHARDS, Postage free, 2s. 
“ O nightingale, that on the blooming spray 
Warblest at eve, when all the woods are still.” 


“ This easy sparkling gem is the universal favourite of the day.” 


ANDEL’S MESSIAH, complete, for 1s. 4d.; also 
Twenty Oratorios, for 2s. each. 
“ The poor man now may peruse music without any great demand upon 
his pocket.”—Lincolnshire Free Press. 
Lists of Oratorigs (each 2s.) and Specimen Pages Gratis and Postage Free. 
Address Robert Cocks and Co., New Burlington-street, London. 


y 
* Resignation,” 2s. 6d. ; “The Lord 





EAFNESS, ‘NOISES i inthe HEAD. DR. WAT- 
Spring Gardens, Charing Cross, London, 
in one ——. b 
unknown in this country. ousand 
wsiethesten 11 tal @ belly. A book, this day published, for country 
patients to cure themselves, sent to any part, on receipt of letter, enclosing 
8 postage stamps. 








YOMMERCIAL BANKING COMPANY of 
SYDNEY, NEW SOUTH WALES.—LETTERS of CREDIT upon 
the above Bank will be te grated ty thw Lowen Jn Sack DBE, af he 








‘was presented to the Master of, the Rolls, by Robert Theobald | 


rate of one-half per cent. premium 
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| ate REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY, 10, Lancaster-place, Strand.—Persons desirous of dis- 
posing of Reversionary Property, Life Interests, and Life Policies of Assur- 
ance, may do so at this Office to any extent, and for the full value, without 
the wae fh expense, and uncertainty of an Auction. 
Forms of Proposal may be obtained at the Office, and of Mr. Hardy, the 
Actuary of the Society, London Assurance tion, 7, Royal Exchange. 


JOHN CLAYTON 
cation” } Joint Secretaries 





AW FIRE INSURANCE SOCIETY.— Offices: 

4 5 and 6, Chancery-lane, London.—Subscribed Capital, £5,000,000. 

TRUSTEES. 
The Right Hon. the LORD HIGH CHANCELLOR. 
The Right Hon. the EARL of DZVON. 
The Right Hon. the LORD CHIEF BARON. 
The Right Hon. the LORD JUSTICE SIR J. L. KNIGHT BRUCE. 
The Right Hon. the LORD JUSTICE SIR C. J. TURNER. 
RICHARD RICHARDS, Ese., Master in Chancery. 

Insurances expiring at Midsummer should be renewed within Fifteen 
Days thereafter, at the Offices of the Society, or with any of its Agents 
throughout the country. 

‘This Society holds itself responsible, under the Fire Policy, for any damage 
done by explosion of Gas. E. BLAKE BEAL, Secretary. 


HE ROYAL EXCHANGE ASSURANCE. 
Incorporated a. p. 1720, by Charter of King George the First, and 
confirmed by Special Acts of Parliament. 


Chief Office, Royal Exchange, London; Branch, 29, Pall Mall. 
OCTAVIUS WIGRAM, Ese.—Governor. 
GEORGE PEARKES BARCLAY, Ese.—Sub-Governor. 
SIR JOHN WILLIAM LUBBOCK, Bart.—Deputy-Governor. 


Fins, Lire, and Marine AssURANCEs may be effected with this Corpora- 
tion on advantageous terms. 

Life Assurances ited with, or without, participation in Profits; in 
the latter case at reduced rates of Premium. 


Any sum not exceeding £15,000 may be assured on the same Life. 


The Reversionary Bonus on British Policies has averaged 48 per cent. 
upon the Premiums paid, or very nearly 2 per cent. per annum upon the 
sum assu 


The future divisions of Profit will take place every Five Years. 


The Expenses of Management, being divided between the different 
branches, are spread over a larger amount of business than that transacted 
by any other office. The charge upon each Policy 1s thereby so much 
reduced as to account for the magnitude of the Bonus which has been 
declared, and to afford a probability that a similar rate will be maintained 
at future divisions. 


This Corporation affords to the Assured a liberal participation in Profits, 
with exemption under Royal Charter from the liabilities of partnership ; al 
rate of Bonus equal to the average returns of Mutual Societies, with the 
guarantee, not afforded by them, of a large invested Capital Stock ; the 
advantages of modern practice, with the security of an Office whose 
resources have been tested by the experience of nearly a century and a 


half. 
JOHN A. HIGHAM, Actuary and Secretary. 








LONDON AND PROVINCIAL 


LAW ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


21, FLEET-STREET, LONDON, E. C. 
CAPITAL, ONE MILLION, 


Geonrce M. Burt, Esq., Q.C., Chairman. 
H. S. Law, Esq., Pomona London, Deputy-Chairman. 


BONUS. 


Four-fifths of the Profits divided amongst the Assured every Five 
Years. 


Persons insured two years, dying before the Division, share in Profits. 


The Bonns has 1 annum on the 
sum sssated, po amphnt hog A «AL, Ba ~~ aad 


Bonuses DECLARED UPON POLICIES WHICH HAD BEEN IN FORCE 10 YEARS 
upon 3ist DeceMBER, 1855, 


Bonus added 
to Sum 





Per cent. 
on the Pre- 
mium paid. 





gasses | iH 
eS 


SSE=SS 
Deans 

















Policies effected with Profits before the 31st of December, 

858, will be entitled to Participate in the next Bonus. 

Prospectuses and all further information may be had at the Office. 
ARCHIBALD DAY, Actuary and Secretary. 





AW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY, 
AT THE LAW INSTITUTION, CHANCERY-LANE. 


The ANNUAL MEETING will be held on taal 2 JULY 6th, 1858, 
President, Mr. PLAskItTT. 


Mr. Mouwns will move— 

« _ there be no adjournments of Debates on Jurisprudential ques. 

ions.” 
Mr Samira will move— 

“That a committee be appointed to consider, and report to the Society, 
whether some arrangement might not be adopted with respect to the 
expenditure of the surplus funds of this Society.” 

The Annual Report of the Committee will be read. 

The Treasurer will lay before the Meeting a statement of the pn 
and receipts of the Society during the past year, and a list of 
fines and subscriptions. 

Members who have been absent from six successive mee! 
notice, must show cause why their names should not be 


The Officers of the Society for the ensuing year will be elected. 
are req! d to attend nd punctually at seven o'clock. 


The ANNUAL DINNER will take plac place on WEDNESDAY, JULY 7th, 
1858, at the Ship Tavern, Greenwich. 
The Society will adjourn, for the Long Vacation, until Tuesday, 
the 26th October, 1858. 
W. MELMOTH WALTERS, Secretary, 
9, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn. 


ROYAL HOTEL, DEVONPORT. 


ESSRS. HAINSSELIN and SON are instructed 
to SELL the above, together with other valuable prope ge 
AUCTION, at MOOREHEAD’S, LONDON HOTEL, DEVONPO 
WEDNESDAY, JULY 7, at SEVEN in the EVENING. 
Full Ba cigg oe may be obtained from Mr. James Fluker, Solicitor, 10, 
Symond’s-inn, London; and Messrs. Little & Woolcombe, or Messrs. Sole 
& Gill, Solicitors, Devonport. 


fo BE SOLD, pursuant to an Order of the High 
Court of Chancery, made in a matter of the settled estates of 
James Banister, deceased, in Charterhouse-square, Middlesex, with the 
approbation of the Vice-Chancellor Sir John Stuart, the Judge to whose 
Court the said matter is attached, by Messrs. ABBOTT and WRIGGLES- 
WORTH, at the MART, opposite the Bank of England; on WEDNESDAY, 
the 14th ‘day of JULY, 1858, at TWELVE for ONE o’Clock precisely, in 
One Lot, FIVE FREEHOLD HOUSES and Gardens, situate on the east side 
of Charterhouse-square, being Nos. 6, 7, 8, 9, and 10, in the occupation of 
Messrs. Wakeling, Rogers, Sewell, Bailey, and Puxon; let at net yearly 
rents amounting to £297, and standing on a most valuable 
a frontage of 120 feet by an average depth of 138 feet, and 
adapted for the erection of an institution or any other large public build- 
ing. 
Printed particulars, with conditions of sale, may be had at the Mart; of 
Messrs. Parker, Rooke, & Parker, 17, Bedford-row; and of the A 
26, Bedford-row. 


Dated this 5th day of June, 1858. ALFRED HALL, Chief Clerk. 
PARKER, ROOKE, and PARKER, 17, Bedford-row, 


BERKS AND OXON. 
THE HOWBERY Lect and other Valuable Properties, situate within the 
Parliamentary Borough of Wallingford, and near to the Wallingford-road 
and Didcot Stations on the Great Western Railway. 


ESSRS. FRANKLIN and GALE are instructed 

by the Tt to SELL by AUCTION, at the CORN EX: 

CHANGE, WALLINGFORD, on WEDNESDAY, the ist of JULY next, at 

ELEVEN o’clock in the Forenoon, in convenient Lots, the following Valuable 
Properties—viz.— 

The unfinished Mansion of Howbery, with offices, stables, gardens, 
houses, and lodge, standing in a Park of about hag Acresof Rich watee 
Land, studded with Ornamental Timber, and situate in Crowmarsh Gifford, 
on the banks of the Thames, near Wallingford-bridge. 

Extensive Fisheries in the Thames, with convenient oratts or islands and 
landing-places in-Crowmarsh, Clapcott, Warborough, and Reasingios. 

The Manor of Crowmarsh Giffo: 

Three Compact Farms of By oan Stock, -_ Meadow Lande, with suitable 
farm-houses and buildings agp A 
number of setonee bnteee, a houses, cottages, gardens, 
plots of meadow and building land in Crowmarsh and Newnham, 

The Advowson of the Rectory of Saint Peter, W: 

The far-famed site of the Castle of Wallingford, now known as the 
Castle Grounds Estate, com: meg homestead, and other polities 
fruit gardens, and ~~ twenty acres of rich meadow land, abounding 
Ornamental Timbe — by a Noble Carriage Entrance from 
High-street, W , and having extensive fron to the 
road. To any one desirous of building to his own taste Castle 
offer a most eligible site for the erection of a family mansion, commanding 

extensive views of ihe Be! ot oom. 


without 
from the 

















rtemeny part of the faaly family estates prnieee, ne 


judge, Sir 
Allotments of arable land in se Jobe St. John’ 's-field, Wallingford. 
A compact Estate at Mackney, in Brightwell, comprising house, gardet, 


and about twenty-six acres of arable meadow land. 
Pong houses, with farm buildings, and about nine acres of land it 
A a of cottages and other Bi and several allotments 
arable and meadow land at North and South Moreton, Berks, and in We 
borough and Oxon. 

Printed Particulars of Sale, with Plans and Conditions, will be realy 
Coreeiees Me Se ee to the day of se Fagg then be 

Ash Son, and M ora Soler 


; Land 
Sauarey, 
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’ COPIES CAN BE BOUND ON THE FOLLOWING 
gweRMS:—THE JOURNAL anp REPORTER, in sepa- 
_ RATE VOLUMES, CLOTH, 2s. 6d. PER VOLUME; HALF CALF, 
4s. 6d. PER VOLUME. CLOTH COVERS FOR BINDING CAN BE 
SUPPLIED AT ls, 3d. EACH. THE TWO SENT FREE BY POST 
FoR 36 STAMPS. READING CASES TO HOLD THE NUMBERS 
FOR A YEAR ARE NOW READY, 3s. 6d. EACH.—ORDERS 
70 BE SENT TO THE PUBLISHER. 
A COMPLETE INDEX OF THE CURRENT VOLUME 18 NOW 
OPEN FOR REFERENCE, AT THE PUBLISHING OFFICE, 
FREE OF CHARGE. THE INDEX WILL BE REGULARLY 
MADE UP AS EACH SUCCESSIVE NUMBER APPEARS. 


We cannot notice any communication unless accompanied by the 
name and address of the writer. 

Advertisements can be received at the Office until six o'clock on 
Friday evening. 

Numerous complaints having been made by gentlemen who have 
either had great difficulty in procuring the Souicitors’ JouR- 
NAL, or to whom tt has been supplied very irregularly, we beg to 
inform our readers and the Profession, that it is published at 7 
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APPEAL IN CRIMINAL CASES. 

A Bill has been brought into the House of Commons 
for granting in criminal cases an opportunity of appeal 
upon matters of fact. ‘The Bill, independent of the 
question of its principle, is not so drawn as to deserve 
topass; and if it had been more deliberately framed, 
the appointment of the committee upon it for the 28th 
instant would still be equivalent to a rejection for the 

mt year. Probably, the author of the measure will 
satisfied with the discussion which he has called forth 
upon it, and with the successful result of two divisions ; 
and if his principle be a sound one, he may hope to see 
itultimatel y prevail after he has patiently encountered 
the delays and disappointments which inevitably await 
everyone who cay any great improvement in our 
law. Perhaps the fact that the opposition to the Bill 
came principally from lawyers and chairmen of quarter 
sessions will be poe cur a by some persons as An 
t: argument that could be urged in favour of it. 

ie Gecricttee en magistrates ariaane from their 
own experience a formidable catalogue of difficulties 
that must attend the execution of such a plan, while 
itssupporters are not free from the reproach of tak- 
mg a sentimental and unpractical view of the ad- 
ministration of criminal law. Rhetoricians of the 
school: of Mr. Roebuck delight to testify against the 
injustice which grants a succession of appeals upon 
adispute as to property of small value, and refuses 
to allow any 7 at all upon’ a question of life or 
death. But, although we do not maintain that the pre- 
Sent system is incapable of improvement, we fear that it 
an never be made. so perfect as that its shortcomings 
shall not at all times supply material for declamation 
! popular assemblies. : Mr. Bright admits that the 
practice of appeals to the Home Office may work 

, bein well in the case of a person tried in London, and 
Wing friends near at hand; but he desires us to con- 
template the case of a prisoner convicted in a remote 
= of Ireland or Scotland, and possessing no friends in 
“i We would request Mr. Bright's attention to 
“the case—and there are many such—of unfortunate 


worse than that, no money. Prolonged litigation, 
whether in civil or criminal cases, must always, and 
necessarily, be a luxury inaccessible to the poor. 
It may be hard, and we do not say that it is not, 
that a convict who has the means of payin 
for the privilege, should not be tried a secon 
time. All we desire to point out is, that the far larger 
class of convicts, whose pecuniary resources have been 
exhausted in scraping together two or three pounds, to 
pay counsel and attorney to defend them at the sessions 
or assizes, will gain little by being told that the Court 
of Queen's Bench is open for a more costly process of 
appeal. Of course the professional thief, who has been 
regularly brought up to the business of breaking his 
country’s laws, will have all this properly arranged. 
There will be a sort of benefit society of pickpockets 
and burglars, who will contribute periodically to a fund, 
out of which the best legal assistance, at every stage of 
the prosecution, may be purchased, and the utmost ad- 
vantage of the tenderness of Parliament may be secured, 
on behalf of such members of the association as have 
been overmatched in ingenuity by the police. And if 
one who belongs to the upper stratum of society has been 
placed in the felon’s pi and a leading advocate has 
been engaged, regardless of expense, to squeeze ont 
tears for him, we should feel perfect confidence that 
every argument would be urged with the utmost force 
in support of a motion for a new trial. But if plain 
Hodge, in a western county, is accused of having stolen 
a goose and eaten it, his chance of justice under Mr. 
M‘Mahon’s Bill would be pretty much the same as it is 
now. 

The committee appointed to inquire izito Mr. Barber’s 
case has been sitting during the last week, and has just 
presented its report. It was impossible that the House 
should not have been strongly moved by that most 
pitiable history, and the interest displayed in the fate 
of Mr. M‘Mahon’s Bill was probably attributable to the 
feeling that had been thus awakened. Mr. Barber 
appears to have been unfortunate not only in being found 
guilty of an offence which he had not committed, but 
also in being appointed to,undergo his sentence under the 
government of an officer who has since been removed for 
misconduct from his post. We do not object to the em- 
ployment of any legitimate machinery to excite a 
deeper sympathy in the public mind for this miserable 
example of the fallibility of human justice; yet we 
cannot but think that the part played by Mr. Barber 
before the committee was not very dignified, and he re- 
minds us somewhat of that adventurer of Sir Robert 
Walpole’s time, who produced to the House his own 
ears, cut off by the Spaniards in America, and tieatly 
preserved by himself in wool as a memorial of 
the treatment which he now called upon his 
country to avenge. That story, and others like it, 
drove England into a war with Spain, against the opinion 
of the minister; and we shall be very glad if Mr. 
Barber's picture of his daily duties at Norfolk Island 
should rouse the House of Commons and the nation to 
such a sense of the injustice done to him, as will leave to 
the Government no alternative but to offer liberal com- 
pensation. It is impossible to recall the years that have 
been passed in anguish of mind and body, and the con- 
stitution of the victim will probably always suffer from 
the hardships which he has undergone. Weare not in- 
formed what may now be his prospects or his capacity 
for business, but we know that, before this dreadful 
calamity befel him, he was a solicitor of good practice 
and fair repute, and he was banished to the antipodes 
to live and work with the von ee imi 
wretches whom the gallows had hardly spared. i 
eaitnot give back to fr. Barber his rx poe iis health, 
nor his position, but it can emphatically declare his 
innocence, and it can pay a pecuniary equivalent for 
those sources of professional gain which were 
in Mr. Barber's ruin. ‘The welfare of society demands that 





‘€teatures found guilty and sentenced in all parts of the 
three _ who haye no friends anywhere, and, 
: 0, ° 


society 
guilt should be pursued and punished, and it is a sad 
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but indisputable truth that, with every imaginable pre- 
caution, mistakes will occasionally be made—the innocent 
will be mingled with the guilty—homes will be 
broken up—children will be made lecuers tile ho; 
of wealth and honour will be marred—and gentle- 
men will be chained in a gang with murderers. 
Those who suffer such things have become, by a myste- 
rious fate, victims for the general good, and society is 
bound to recognise and act upon this truth whenever 
such a case as Mr. Barber's is brought into the light of 
day. For those mistakes of justice which remain un- 
suspected, no human power can devise a remedy. But 
it should never be forgotten by any one charged with 
judicial functions, that neither skill nor patience nor 

onesty have always availed to prevent miscarriage, 
and that the consequences of a wrong verdict may be all 
that Mr. Barber has recounted, and all those imner sor- 
rows, too, which each for himself can conceive, but no 
one could describe in a committee-room. 


But although we fully share the sentiments of pity 
and horror which have been excited by Mr. Barber's 
tale, we desire to protest against the inference drawn 
from it by some speakers in the House of Commons, 
that every accused person ought to be tried twice 
over. Ifa new trial were to be granted in all cases on a 
simple application or upon a certificate from the pri- 
soner’s counsel, no appreciable benefit would accrue to 
the legal profession, because criminal business has lately 
become worse than valueless; but a heavy burthen of 
additional duty would be laid upon juries and upon the 
bench. Civil litigation is restrained by the risk of costs. 
In the case of a man who, as a convict, must forfeit 
everything, the last shilling he possessed would readily 
be spent to buy a chance of reversing his conviction. 
And if no reasonable hope existed of escaping punish- 
ment, at least there would be delay. It is a matter of 
actual experience, too, that the prospect of appeal di- 
minishes the sense of responsibility in the tribunal which 
first entertains the case. The task of judge and jury in 
criminal trials is so very onerous, that any excuse 
for lightening it without incurring the reproach of 
conscience would be sure to be seized upon with avidity. 
Practically, we believe that justice could not be admini- 
stered at all, unless in the great majority of cases. the pri- 
soner undergoes one trial only by a Court of competent 
ability, and acting under a full sense of the solemn and 
irrevocable consequences of its decisions. We are per- 
suaded that in this country such Courts exist, and to them 
we would leave all, or nearly all, their present powers, 
not denying, however, that they are liable to err, and that 
the punishment of an innocent person may sometimes 
happen, just as earthquakes and hurricanes and railway 
accidents will claim their victims out of those who seem 
to deserve such fate no more, and, perhaps, even less, 
than their fellow-men. For exceptio: cases, and 
subject to the opinion of the presiding judge, we 
think that an appeal might, to be cow far more 
po ae and satisfactory than that which is now allowed 
to the Home Office ; and, if ever an attempt should be 
made to constitute a Ministry of Justice, this important 
branch of its duties ought not to be forgotten. But to 
deelare that the right to a new trial belongs to all who 
have been found guilty, and practically to confine the 
privilege to those only who can find means to pay 
for it, would be to proclaim to the poor man the valua- 
ble truth—that “the law is open, and so is the London 
Tavern.” 

. ———---—~<-—- + 
WILLS AND DOMICIL. 

Last year Sir Fitzroy Kelly, who had just been de- 
feated in a great domicil case, where the intentions of the 
testator unfortunately been expressed in the form 
required by his original instead of his adopted country, 
introd: a Bill to oe a remedy for such mis- 

i in future. e then Attorney-General inti- 
grave and well-founded doubts, and so far as in 


on this matter ? There exists a rule as simple as a rule 





him lay snubbed the attempt out of the House as a chi- 
mera which no British legislation could effectually deal 
with. ‘The tables have turned since then, and we have 
now Sir Fitzroy Kelly bringing in a Bill with a similar 
object, backed by all the authority which office can give, 
and Sir Richard Bethell, as a private member, proposing 
a counter measure, which differs from Sir Fitzroy’s in 
principle and detail, and, indeed, has nothing in common 
with it except identity of pur and community of 
failure. Failure, at least, we think we may anticipate; 
for though Sir Fitzroy has not been i pia in the 
House of Commons, we imagine that it will scarcely be 
attempted to pass the Bill through the House of Lords, 
Both projects are aimed at a most desirable result, and 
each, if passed, would be absolutely certain to miss the 
mark. 

The opinion of the Attorney-General of 1857 seems to 
us much sounder than the views of Sir Richard Bethell 
in 1858. Loss of office would appear to have dulled the 
sagacity of our most energetic law reformer, while the 
accession of Sir Fitzroy to the vacated post has 
unfortunately done little to increase his skill in dealing 
with this difficult question. The substance of Sir 
Fitzroy’s Bill is an enactment that English Courts shall 
henceforth disregard the acknowledged principle of in- 
ternational law—Mobilia sequuntur personam—and shall, 
in the case of Englishmen dying abroad, adopt the con- 
flicting rule that allegiance shall, to a certain extent, be 
substituted for domicil, as the test of the law by which 
a testator’s succession is to be governed. Sir R. Bethell 
endeavours to remedy the same grievance, not b 
changing the rule that the law of the domicil sh 
govern the succession, but by subverting the maxims on 
which our Courts proceed in determining the fact of 
domicil, and replacing them in certain cases by an 
arbitrary rule, which might be occasionally convenient, 
but which, being in opposition to the received law of 
nations, would certainly not be recognised by the courts 
of any foreign country. 

Neither of these measures goes near to the root of 
the evil, but they are valuable nevertheless (provided 
they do not pass) as showing the real nature of the difi- 
culty, and the utter impossibility of obviating it -— 
by the concurrent action of the principal states of 
world. A moment's consideration is enough to lead to 
the rather obvious conclusion that all such attempts as 
are made by the rival Bills of the late and present 
Attorneys-General must inevitably fail. Take the ordi- 
nary case. An Englishman goes abroad and dies, leay- 
ing, in all probability, personal property both at home 
and in the country where he has resided. Part of his 
assets will be in the power of English tribunals, and the 
rest in the hands of some foreign, suppose a Freneh, 
Court. It would be monstrously inconvenient and a 
if the two jurisdictions were to be asserted in opposition 
to one another, the French Court rejecting a testamen- 
tary disposition allowed in England, and our judges lay- 
ing their hands on all they could reach, and disposing 
it according to English notions of the rights of legatees 
and creditors. Any rule which commanded: univ 
assent would be preferable to such a conflict, even 
it might be far from being the best rule that lawyers 
said waa The existence of a settled rule of 
obligation being the first and most essential 
next consideration is to adopt such a rule as testatorsare 
likely to understand. ‘There ought to be something of 
natural propriety about it, or else it is certain not to fall 
in with the crude ideas of law which half the peop 
who make their own wills, whether at home or 
take for granted without a doubt, and act.upon without 
the least misgiving. A very arbitrary principle, bow- 
ever generally acknowledged, wonld be Scanniin 


testamentary mishaps, and would be only one 
better than having no recognised principle at all. 


Now, what is the actual state of the law of nations 





can be, as universally recognised as—indeed more 
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- than—any other doctrine of international law, and 


which, at the time when it was established, was, perhaps, 
most natural and appropriate rule that pont 5 fol- 
wed. The law of the domicil at death governs the 
succession, whether of testators or intestates. 

t this involves a second question. How is the domicil 
to be ascertained? This is necessarily a point of much 
nicety. Residence alone does not constitute domicil, 
and the only test which can be applied is the existence 
or non-existence of the animus manendi. What can be 
more difficult than to decide what a dead man meant to 
do; and what more likely than that different Courts, 
and, @ fortiori, Courts of different nations, should come 
to opposite conclusions as to the place which a testator 
considered his central home? Still this is not the 
greatest difficulty of the case, for there is, after all, so 
much general agreement as to the mode of dealing with 
the facts which affect a question of domicil that the 
€curts of most nations will be found to decide such 
a with more harmony than might have been 

cted. 
But a worse evil is, that, whatever agreement there 
may be among lawyers, few persons who have wandered 
from their own country are able to say, with any ap- 
roach to confidence, whether their domicil still clings to 

e land of their birth, or has been transferred to the 
land of their adoption. Hence, unless they are well 
enough advised to make themselves safe, on either view, 
by executing a holograph will, attested in the manner 
required by English law, it is generally a matter of 
chance whether their testamentary dispositions are valid 
or worthless, and almost a matter of certainty that they 
will be made the subject of a goodly amount of litiga- 
tion. 

We have, therefore, got a general rule, clear in itself, 
but very difficult of application in the common case of 
restless travellers, and still more difficult of compre- 
hension to the men themselves who are most concerned 
to understand it. The only cure for these inconveniences 
is, to improve the rule either by substituting some other 
test in place of domicil, or by laying down precise doc- 
trines by, which it may become more easy to ascertain 
where the legal domicil is. But neither of these changes 
can be effected except by the common consent of nations. 
If one country were to depart from acknowledged prin- 
ciples, the change, however good in itself, wala do far 
more harm than good, so long as it was confined to a 
single nation. At present there is some uncertainty in 
the law, and more ignorance of it, but there is no con- 
flict. If we were to make changes with a view to lessen 
the difficulties of our own Courts, we should still leave 
the old uncertainty prevailing in tribunals of co-ordinate 
jurisdiction, and should add to it the further mischief of 
an unseemly conflict between rival Courts. Both of the 
Bills before Parliament sin in this particular; Sir Fitz- 
Toy’s is the more audacious, Sir Richard’s the more 
inconsistent transgression. The one proposes boldly to 
set at nought the law of nations, to isolate the Courts of 
England, and then to subject all the property we can 
Teach to our newly adopted principles. The other Bill 

ly acknowledges the difficulty of doing anything 
without the concurrence of foreign states, and yet pro- 
poses to lay down an arbitrary rule, in direct opposition 
to the > ae of all the jurists in the world, that a resi- 
dence of less:‘than three years shall in no case be held 
to give a new domicil to an English subject. 
he existing rule may be but it is certainly bet- 
ter than none ; and the tendency of all such legislation 
a8 that now proposed is to root up the not very flourish- 
ie Pant ¢ Poaet bir Fe to deciroy “* ~ 

Mow what the painfu ur of jurists has at len 
fostered into some semblance of itealthy Gevclnees 
It would be more worthy of statesmen to grapple with 
the subject in the only possible way, and to get up an 

i where the Pha ap of the law 


of nations might be brought into harmony and reduced 
to an intelligible code. “he comgrese of is tried its 





hand in this way upon maritime law. It would be at 
least as easy for a similar convention to settle points of 
private law, which are much less likely to rouse the 
susceptibilities of jealous nationalities. At any rate, if 
this advance is not yet possible, it would be a pity that 
England should take the first retrograde step. 


a ee 
Legal Wews 


COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 
(Sittings at Guildhall, before Lord CampBexu and a Special 
Jury.) 
Graham v. Lawrance.—July 6. 

Mr. Bovill, Q.C., and Mr. Cleasby, appeared for the plaintiff; 
and the Attorney-General, Mr. J. Wilde, Q.C., and Mr. Hannen, 
for the defendant. 

The plaintiff, George John Graham, was one of thé official 
assignees of the Court of Bankruptcy, and he brought the pre- 
sent action against the defendant, Edward Lawrance, of the 
firm of Lawrance, Plews, & Boyer, on the ground that he 
had neglected his duty as attorney, in not taking a sufficient 
indemnity before defending an action brought against the plain- 
tiff and the other assignees of a bankrupt. In August, 1854, 
Messrs. Griffiths, Newcombe, & Co., shipowners and emigra- 
tion agents at London and Liverpool, were adjudged bankrupts. 
The bankrupt had a ship, the Jane Green, fitting out as 
an emigrant ship in the East India Docks. On the 30th of 
Angust two creditors, Henry Bing Glover and Frederick W. 
Tennant, were appointed trade assignees, and the defendant 
was appointed solicitor to the estate. At that time a number 
of emigrants on board the ship were in a state of starvation; 
to relieve them the plaintiff advanced money; but as the ship 
was the only assets of any value belonging tothe bankrupts, if that 
did not belong to the estate the money advanced would be lost. 
The assignees therefore hired the ship, as being at the time of the 
bankruptcy in the order and disposition of the bankrupts; but 
the ship was claimed by the parties who had sold it to the 
bankrupts, and who were unpaid; and they, on the 4th of 
November, brought an action against the assignees for the 
conversion and detention of the ship. In the month of 
October, 1854, a case had been laid before counsel, as 
to the title of the assignees to seize the ship; and the 
opinion being favourable to the claims of the assignees, it 
was considered desirable to defend the action; but as there were 
no ussets,and the assignees would not take theresponsibility of de- 
fending the action, a meeting of the creditors was convened, and 
resolutions were come to that the assignees should retain the 
ship and defend the action, the creditors agreeing to render 
themselves liable to the extent of 1s. in the pound on their re- 
spective debts. This being done, the action was defended by 
the defendant, and the cause came on for trial on the 20th of 
December, 1854. It then appeared that the facts were undis- 
puted, and as the only question was, whether the ship was at 
the time in the order and disposition of the bankrupts, and 
liable to seizure by the assignees, it was agreed that a verdict 
should be taken for the plaintiffs for the damages in the de- 
claration, aud that the facts should be stated in the form of a 
special case for the opinion of the Court. The parties, however, 
subsequently differed as to the facts, and evidence was goné into 
before the arbivrator, and the judgment of the Court was pro- 
nounced in Trinity Term, 1856, in favour of the plaintiffs, the 
vendors of the ship, and against the assignees. The question 
of damages was then referred back to the arbitrator, and, 
though the ship was then returned to the successful claimants, 
the arbitrator at the beginning of 1857 awarded them as much 
as £3220, as damages for the detention of the ship from 
August, 1854. The costs of the action were taxed at 3221 15s. 
and the contribution of the creditors, when collected, amounted 
only to 3262. 13s. At that time, Mr. Glover, one of the 
assignees, had become insolvent, and the other assignee, Mr. 
Tennant, had left England, so that the plaintiff was compelled 
to pay the whole of the damages. He then brought the pre- 
sent action against the attorney, Mr. Lawrance. The plaintiff 
alleged that the defendant had undertaken to procure an in- 
demnity against the “ damages” as well as the “ costs” of the 
action; the defendant, on the other hand, that be had never 
undertaken to do more than procure an indemnity against the 
“ costs,” which he had done. It appeared that on the 13th of 
November, 1854, a meeting of the principal creditors af the 
pankropte was held at the defendant's office, at which it was 
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That the assignees shall retain possession of the ship, and shall defend 

the action brought against them to recover the ship or her value. And 
the creditors undersigned agree severally with the assignees to indemnify 
them against the consequences of their retaining possession of the ship, 
and the damages and expenses they may incur in defending this action ; 
provided that each of us +") be liable only to the extent of 1s. in the 
pound on the amount of his debts above stated. 
The plaintiff relied on the words “damages and expenses,” as 
showing that the defendant understood he was taking an in- 
demnity against the “damages” as well as “costs” of the 
action, particularly as the words “damages and” appeared to 
have been added to the document after it had been written: 
the defendant, on a correspondence which had taken place be- 
tween himself and the plaintiff as showing that the question of 
“ damages,” as distinct from “ costs,” was never contemplated 
by either. In a letter dated the 16th of November, 1854, the 
plaintiff inquired of the defendant,— 

Have you got the guarantee against all costs of the action which the 
vendor has brought against the assignees respecting the Jane Green? 

The defendant, on the 17th of November, 1854, replied :— 

Several of the principal creditors met here on Monday last, and con- 
sented to indemnify the assignees against the pending action to try the 
right to the Jane Green, and we have no doubt that others will follow their 
example, so that you and your co-assignees will run no risk. 

Lord CAMPBELL said, the question for the jury was, whether the 
defendant was guilty of negligence in not obtaining a sufficient 
indemnity and advising the plaintiff to defend the action before 
that. It was not reasonable that the plaintiff, who had no interest, 
should defend the action without an indemnity from the creditors. 
If the creditors had refused to give a proper indemnity the ship 
would have been given up, and probably no more would have 
been heard of the matter. He thought the defendant must 
have been aware that some damages would be claimed, even 
though the vessel should be given up. If the indemnity was 
sufficient, the defendant would be entitled to a verdict, but if 
not, the plaintiff. The measure of damages would be such a 
sum as at the time it would have been reasonable for the defen- 
dant to require as an indemnity for the damages and costs 
likely to be awarded. 

The jury, having been locked up in all for more than four 
hours, came into court, and said,that eight of them were agreed, 
but there was no probability of their being unanimous. 

One of the jurymen made an observation, which induced 
his Lordship to say, that he must discharge the jury, 
which he did, with an expression of wonder at “a special jury 
at Guildhall.” 





COURT OF COMMON PLEAS, 
(Sittings at Guildhall—Before Mr. Justice Bytes and a 
Special Jury.) 
Kerly vy. The North-Western Railway Company—The Watford 
Accident.—July 7. 


This was an action to recover damages for injuries sustained 
in the accident on the line near Watford, on the 22nd March 
last. The defendants admitted their liability, and the only 
question was, what the damages should be. 

Mr. M. Chambers, Q.C., Mr. Edwin James, Q.C., and Mr. 
Hawkius, appeared for the plaintiff; and Mr. Mellor, Q.C., and 
Mr. Phipson, for the defendants. 

The plaintiff was a solicitor in Guildhall-yard-chambers, and 
was 50 years of age; his business was of that kind which 
would require his own personal attention. On the morning 
in question he left Rugby at a quarter past eight, by 
the express train. All went well until they had passed the 
Watford station. Just beyond that station some platelayers 
were employed repairing the line. No signal was given to the 
train as it approached, and consequently it ran, at the rate of 
40 or 45 miles an hour, over that part of the line which was 
under repair. The carriage in which he was fell over upon the 
line, and the plaintiff was helped out of the window. He experi- 
enced on leaving the carriage a degree of feebleness and sickness, 
and on getting to London he felt an inability to walk. The 
next morning there was excessive weakness, attended with 
stupor. On the 26th of March he went to a client at Retford, 
and on the 28th he was unable to write. He went down to the 
sea-vide for a fortnight, and afterwards for three weeks. He 
had still occasional numbness in the left thigh, nor could he 
walk with his accustomed elasticity. There was occasionally 
cramping of the right hand, and he did not feel himself entirely 
equal to his business. Previous to the accident he had never 
had a moment's ill health, and was of active habits, his practice 
being to walk fifteen or twenty miles a day. He had been put 
to an expense of from £100 to £120 for medical attendance 
and in going into the country for his health. 

Medical evidence was given on both sides. For the plaintiff 





it was said, that it was possible that he was permanently ey te: 
or, at all events, that it would be some considerable time before 

he recovered. It was admitted that some of the symptoms 
which had at first existed had now subsided. On the other 
hand, the evidence, including that of Mr. Spey and Mr. Law- 
rence, was, that the injury was not of so serious a character as 
was supposed, and that probably he would entirely recover in a 
few months. 

The jury gave a verdict for the plaintiff—damages £1000, 





DIVORCE COURT 
(Before Lord Chief Justice Cockpurn, Mr. Justice Wicut- 
MAN, and Sir C. CRESSWELL). 
Robinson v. Robi § Lane.—July 3. 

The Lorp Cu1eF Justice, on taking his seat, said, he had 
to announce that since the last hearing doubts had suggested 
themselves to the minds of certain members of the Court, as to 
the propriety of the decision at which they had arrived, in 
refusing to accede to the application of counsel to discharge 
Dr. Lane from the suit, and to admit him as a witness on behalf 
of Mrs. Robinson. A strong impression seemed to prevail that 
justice to a woman placed in such circumstances as Mrs. Ro- 
binson required, that if there were no case against the alleged 
adulterer, who had been made a co-respondent, he should be 





discharged from the suit, in order that he who could give the best. 


evidence on the question at issue might be rendered admissible 
as a witness. Having taken part with the majority of the Court 
in deciding that they could not discharge Dr. Lane and admit him 
asa witness, he thoughtit right tostate that in those doubts henow 
concurred. It had been brought tothe knowledge of the Court that 
a Bill was now pending before the Legislature, and had 

one House, in which it was intended to introduce a clause for the 
purpose of solving those doubts, and of enabling the Court, 
supposing it did not already possess the power, to dismiss the 
co-respondent under such circumstances as those of the present 
case, and make him admissible as a witness. The clause, he 
understood, was to apply to pending as well as to future suits. 
If that clause should become law, as they had every reason to 
believe it would, the Court would avail themselves of the power 
that would be given to them, and discharge Dr. Lane, and allow 
him to give evidence in the suit. Even if they had not taken 
that course he should have thought it incumbent on them to 
reconsider their former decision. But having every reason to 
believe that the law would be altered, so as to enable them to 
avail themselves of the evidence of Dr. Lane, and thinking that 
the interests of justice required that Dr. Lane, against whom no 
case had been established, should be discharged from the suit 
and examined, the Court thought that the most proper and ex- 
pedient course to pursue was to adjourn for the present the 
further consideration of the case. 





COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner FANE.) 
In re The London and Eastern Banking Corporation.—July 8. 

This was an examination sitting. 

In pursuance of the terms in the order of the Lord Chan- 
cellor, no step had been taken since the last ‘sitting, when 
assignees were appointed. An examination meeting had been 
then appointed for to-day, and advertised in the usual way. 
No legal gentleman was however present, except Mr. Peachey, 
who, as representing the official manager of the Court of Chan- 
cery, said he appeared only out of courtesy. 

The Commissioner inquired why Messrs. Lacy & Bridges, 
solicitors for the assignees, were not in attendance? 

Mr. Peachey supposed that their absence arose from the same 
cause which appeared to render his presence unnecessary. 

Mr. Bagley suggested that Messrs. Lacy & Bridges should be 
sent for. 

The Court thought this unnecessary. 

Some further discussion ensued, during which the registrar 
(Mr. Whitehead) intimated an opinion that the terms of the 
Lord Chancellor's order did not preclude this Court from insti- 
tuting an examination of the directors of the bank or er 
parties—an opinion which was supported by Mr. Bagley, and 
undisputed. It was, however, stated tRat in consequence of the 
terms of the Lord Chancellor's order, the directors have not yet 
been served with even a summons to surrender or order to file 
accounts, and, consequently, that their non-attendance at the 
present meeting was justifiable. 

The Commissioner said, an order had been served u npon, 
Court by Mr. Peachey, which amounted to this—that 


138 


still unless the creditors’ assignee should call upon it to ah 








= em | 


PE BRP ek P AaEE ser RHE Ss 


enton:s 


42Ccranu 


ao 












>? a a es 





Jory 10, 1858. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 741 








He thought the best course was to adjourn the present sit- 

ting until the return of Mr. Commissioner Evans, whose case 

it was. 

_ An adjournment to the 23rd of September was ordered 

accordingly. 
ENEMIES WITHIN AND WITHOUT. 


We have received from a correspondent a copy of a circular, 
which has been widely issued by a solicitor practising in Lon- 
don. Probably there always have been and always will be 
men in the profession who will degrade it to the level of a 
trade. The worst that can be said of the subjoined document 
is, that it is very suitable to a druggist or a stationer; and it is 
a pity that the author of it should be restrained by any linger- 
ing respect for his profession from actually opening a shop. 
We are certain that he would have great success in it, and he 
might carry on the war against the debt collectors with good 
hopes of beating them out of the field. Perhaps the “ influential 
clients and friends” will be so good as to suggest to Mr. Ed- 
wards, that a tasteful imitation of those combinations of shop 
and surgery, which some members of another profession have 
adopted, together with a few perambulating advertisements, 
and frequent puffs in the daily papers, would make the “ con- 
siderable experience” of that gentleman known and appreciated 
much more extensively than can be possible so long as he con- 
fines himself to mere circulars, 





“ (Private Circular). 

“ Gentlemen,—It has been suggested to me by several influ- 
ential clients and friends, that the English public as a body 
have a great horror of law costs, and prefer losing their millions 
of money annually in the shape of bad debts, rather than incur 
the risk of heavy bills of costs from their solicitors, whether 
the debt is recovered or not. 

“T have therefore, with a view of obviating this objection, 
made arrangements for conducting my business in connection 
with the recovery of all debts and demands upon the following 
terms, which cannot fail to give satisfaction to all parties; 
viz.— 

“Ist. That in all cases where the debt and costs are recovered 
from the debtor, no charges whatever shall be made by me 
against the plaintiff (my client). 

“2nd. That in all cases where the debts cannot be recovered, 
no charges whatever shall be made by me against my client 
beyond the costs actually paid out of pocket for fees, &c. 

“ These are advantages only to be known to be appreciated. 
No person could charge less, and I charge even less than a debt 
collector, as he generally obtains commission as well as costs, 

“T have had considerable experience in the legal profession 
since the year 1830, and have been most successful in all mat- 
ters entrusted to me, and I shall have much pleasure in under- 
taking your business upon the terms before stated, and you 
may rely on my promptitude in all cases which I may have to 
conduct for you. I can give you the highest testimonials if 
required.—I have the honour to remain, Gentlemen, your very 
obedient servant, Joun Epwarps. 

“15, Coleman Street, E, C_—16th June, 1858. 

“P.S. Leases, deeds, wills, and documents, prepared and com- 
pleted, at fixed moderate charges.” 


We have also received from another correspondent a letter, 
which we insert here, because it describes a class of external 
enemies against whom the methods adopted by Mr. Edwards 
would probably afford a remedy which it may be difficult to 
find elsewhere. But as the great body of the profession do not 
happen to possess “clients and friands” so “ influential” as to 
persuade them to adopt the arts of shopkeepers, some other 
means must be found, if possible, to.restrain the incursions of 
pettifoggers upon the just domain of the solicitor. Certainly we 
and our readers are much indebted to our correspondent for 
making known to us this stupendous example of pettifogging 
Tapacity. Three guineas for spoiling a sheet of paper! If 
it be true,as Mr. Edwards says, that the English public have 
“a great horror of law costs,” the inhabitants of a certain 
fashionable watering-place must be very abnormal specimens of 
Englishmen. No doubt the subject of the following letter is, as 
the writer says, hackneyed, because solicitors suffer daily under 
this illicit competition, and it is not easy either to keep silence 
or to give much variety to complaints of the uniform and in- 
cessant attacks of a swarm of active adversaries, But we think 
that the suggestions of our correspondent for the conduct of 
“ei ne defensive war are very aes rm and the profession 

to uently reminded of the ubiquity and rapacity of 
their req’ y pacity 





To the Editor of Tue Soxicrrors’ JourNAL & REPORTER. 

Sr1r,—I hope you will not consider me a bore for addressing 
to you a few words on a rather hackneyed subject. I am sanguine 
enough to think you will not, as it has for many years past 
affected the interest of the profession, and still affects its social 
position. I allude to the existence of pettifoggers, who are, as 
a class, I fear, considerably on the increase. An instance of 
their rapacity, which has come to my knowledge within the 
past week, has prompted me to break silence. 

A gentleman who had taken a house in the fashionable 
watering-rlace where I practise, wished to consult me about the 
agreement which had been drawn up by the house agent em- 
ployed to let the house. The precious document, from its ridi- 
culous verbiage and the absence of a stamp, was, of course, 
useless. The modest charge, however, demanded by the 
agent for “legal expenses” connected with the agreement, was 
31. 3s.! 

Now, if I though’ this only a solitary case I would not 
have informed you of it; but I believe it is an illustration 
of a wholesale system of plunder which is practised by the 
fraternity in question on many wealthy people who come 
here to reside, and who prefer paying such charges to having 
a dispute about them. 

There are two classes of pettifoggers, viz. the downright, 
unmistakeable pettifogger, who haunts county courts, writes 
threatening letters, and, with shame be it said, acts as jackall 
to some few debased solicitors; and the pettifogger respect- 
able, who screens the practice behind the ostensible occupa- 
tion of house agent, auctioneer, &c., and who injures us even 
more than his undisguised brother. Of course, when a diffi- 
culty arises, a lawyer is consulted, but in the ordinary 
matters of routine which the pettifogger of the latter class 
usually conducts, this is seldom the case. Hence a large 
amount of lucrative and simple business is taken away from 
us, and we are, to a great extent, deprived of that agreeable 
counterbalance to intellectual latour which properly belongs 
to us. You will think I am exaggerating, but I assure you 
I could name men of the class in this town who are thriving 
considerably better than several duly qualified practitioners. 

How this great evil is to be met and overcome is a problem 
difficult to solve, but it may, I imagine, be considerably miti- 
gated by the attorneys themselves, who should not select those 
auctioneers and agents known to trespass on the solicitor’s pro- 
vince, when their services are legitimately required. Every 
case of invasion coming to the knowledge of a professional 
man should be exposed by him and communicated to his bre- 
thren; and, in addition to these measures, law societies should 
be formed in every town to deal with these and all matters 
affecting the profession, and enable it better to resist the blows 
which are now so constantly aimed at it. Vis unita fortior— 
Your obedient servant, R. W. 





THE GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY, 

A further extensive dispute has arisen in this company, and 
will probably result in litigation. A meeting of the B. share- 
holders was held on the 6th instant, Mr. Matthews in the chair. 
The meeting was convened by a circular, which stated that, 
according to the opinion of counsel, the holders of B, stock 
were entitled to a perpetual guarantee from the A. stock of a 
dividend of six per cent. per annum, and to the full payment 
of the arrears of such per centage, before any dividend can be 
lawfully paid to the holders of A, stock. From various causes 
there had been deductions from the full amount of the six per 
cent. to which the B, shareholders were entitled. The counsel 
were also of opinion that the proper course for the holders of 
the B. stock would be to file a bill in Chancery, praying a 
declaration of their rights, and an injunction to prevent the 
payment of dividends to the other parties. The chairman ex- 
plained the grounds upon which the claims of the B. share- 
holders rested. He supposed the decision of a court of equity 
might be obtained at a moderate cost, and thought that the 
sooner the question was decided the better for all parties. Re- 
solutions were passed, approving the course suggested by 
counsel, and appointing a committee for conducting the pro- 
ceedings, and also proposing a subscription of 5s. per £100 B. 
stock, for the purpose of defraying the expenses. 





bs THE QUEEN ve. GLOVER. 

Mr. H. T. Dunk Ey, on behalf of himself and fellow-jury- 
men, sends to the Datly News the following copies of documents 
forwarded by them about three weeks since to the Home- 
office :— 
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“We, the undersigned majority of the jury in the above case 
having had brought to our notice certain circumstances 
connected with the valuation of Mr, Edward Auchmuty Glover's 
property, »s stated below, and feeling assured of their correct- 
hess, hasten to express our regret for the verdict we returned, 
and hope that the same may be put aside, and Mr. Glover 
immediately released, without any stain upon his honour or 
character, as we fully believe now that Mr. Glover was sub- 
stantially qualified at the time he made his declaration before 
the House of Commons, and that the deed produced at the 
trial, which we then had a doubt upon, we have since ascer- 
tained, upon examination of the stamp on it, to be a 
eeu deed, and therefore in itself a sufficient quali- 

ication, without the following facts, which have been proved 
to us also; viz.— That all the incumbrances affecting 
the said property were £16,000; that ‘the present. value 
of the same, as estimated by highly respectable and experienced 
land agents (Messrs. Rogers & Dean, Knightsbridge), is £1510 
per annum; that the property has been hitherto let under its 
real value, to a yearly tenant, which said tenancy could be 
speedily terminated; and if re-let at its present advanced real 
value prior to Mr. Glover making his declaration, after the 
interest upon the mortgage (which amounts to £673 per 
annum) was paid, there would remain a balance of £837 to 
sustain the qualification. That the value of the estate if sold 
would be, at thirty years’ purchase, £45,300; which, deducting 
£16,000 charge upon mortgages, would leave £29,300, a sum 
fully sufficient for the qualification. Feeling that we. have, 
most inadvertently, compromised the position of Mr. Glover by 
our verdict, we are anxious to redeem the error and repair the 
injury that has been done to that gentleman. 

“Signed by Henry Thos. Dunkley, James Weller, Joseph 
Alwin, Robert Barnes, William Wadey, Thos. Wilson, Wm. 
Alfred Adamson, John Dunnett.—June 12, 1858.” 

The following is a copy of a communication received from 
another of the jury :— 

“As one of the jurors engaged in the case of Mr. E. A. 
Gloyer’s prosecution, I beg to say there appear to be several 
circumstances which have arisen since the trial in reference to 
the value of the estates upon which his qualification was based, 
which, had they been produced at that time, would in all pro- 
bability have led to a verdict of not guilty being recorded. 
Therefore I have much pleasure in forwarding this to you, to 
make any use you may require of it, in furtherance of your 
efforts to obtaih his immediate release—I am, &c., 

“CORNELIUS GILLETT.” 

The remaining three of the jury have also signed a memorial 

for the immediate liberation of Mr. Glover. 


THE CASE OF MR. W. H. BARBER. 


The committee have adopted the following report:—“ That 
your committee have inquired carefully into the allegations 
contained in the petition of Mr. W. H, Barber, and find the 
same to be substantially proved. Your committee have not 
entered upon the consideration of the question, whether, in the 
present or like cases, pecuniary compensation should be granted, 
the rules and practice of the House precluding them from 
making any grant of public money. Your committee cannot, 
however, forbear to state that the facts presented to their notice 
in respect to the conviction of Mr. Barber, to the sufferings he 
endured during the time his sentence was being carried out in 
Norfolk Island, and to his subsequent exculpation from the 
charge on which he was convicted, are so peculiar as to render 
his case exceptional; and your committee desire to express their 
opinion that Mr. Barber has strong claims on the favourable 
consideration of the Crown.” 


THE ELECTRIC TELEGRAPH. 

The necessity of legislative interference and uniform respon- 
sibility in superintending the electric telegraph received a 
striking illustration in the case tried at Guildhall on Tuesday, 
in which Messrs. Whitfield & Molineux, proprietors of the 
Lewes Old Bank, recovered £2000 damages from the South- 
Eastern Railway Company, for circulating a false report that 
their bank had stopped payment. On the 9th of July last year 
a message was received from the Ticehurst station that the 
Lewes bank had stopped, and a reply was sent from London 
that no more cheques or notes of that establishment were to be 
taken. This notice was immediately posted at all their stations, 
and a ran upon the bank commenced, The report quickly 
reached Messrs. Williams, Deacon, & Co., the: London agents 
of the bank, who, anticipating a run, despatched a supply of 
cash, the arrival of which contributed to prevent the worst 





results. The outstanding circulation of the bank amounted to 
£23,000. Notes were rapidly brought in for payment, balances 
were withdrawn, and heavy loss was incurred in various ways, 
The railway company declined to state the manner in which 
the report originated, and they withheld the satisfaction re- 
quired by the bank. 

In regard to the management of the electric telegraph by the 
South-Eastern Railway Company, it appeared that a book con- 
taining the messages was kept in a drawer, and that it was 
open to the station-master, to the telegraph clerk, and to the 
office porter. It also appeared that the station-master, the 
head porter, and the under porter, were in the habit of trans- 
mitting messages, and that the public could see the dial in the 
office. Evidence was given, that in other establishments the 
telegragh is managed with care and secrecy. 


Mr. S. T. Hassell, of Hull, came up for his certificate, in the 
Hull Bankruptcy Court, on the 23rd ult, Twenty years ago 
Mr. Hassell was insolvent. Ever since then he has been, year 
by year, increasing his debt to the bankers,—until last Septem- 
ber, when, by their stoppage, it was discovered that he owed 
them the enormous sum of £238,000! During the period he 
was insolvent he lived in the style and assumed the position of 
aman of wealth. He was head over ears in debt—yet he took 
share after share in the bankrupt Flax and Cotton Mill Com- 
pany, until his holding became larger than that of any other 
member of the company. He built a street or two of cottages 
for men who, though but receiving only a few shillings a week, 
were wealthier than himself. He had not a farthing, yet he 
made large advances for timber which never came; lent money 
to men who needed it so much that they never thought of repay- 
ing it; and took up companies of all kinds when others found it 
would be ruinous to continue them. He was, to a great extent, 
the Hull Flax and Cotton Mill “Co.”; he was the Camphine 
“Co.”, the Universal Smoke Consuming “Co.”, the Anglican 
Guano “Co.”, the Flint Glass “Co.”; he was the “Co.” in 
Mann’s mustard manufactory, and also in Hall’s mustard manu- 
factory, and also in a worsted and carpet manufactory. Besides 
all these, he was in his own proper person the firm of “ Hassell 
& Co.”, a firm which, during the last six years, appears to have 
had nine transactions, seven of which were unprofitable. The 
bankrupt’s property now is worth £5000; his gross profits over 
the six years have been £200! his debts are, at least, £238,000, 
and his dividend will be, if anything, a few pence. Mr. Com- 
missioner Ayrton, who said he did not believe “there ever was 
such a case brought before a Court,” awarded a third-class cer- 
tificate, with suspension for two years.—Liverpool Albion. 

We have every reason for believing and saying that the 
learned and estimable Chief Baron has no intention to deprive 
the public of those services to which they are entitled, and 
which he is so well qualified, both physically and mentally, to 
render. Few of the occupants of the bench possess intellects so 
unclouded, or constitutions so unimpaired, as does Sir F. Pollock, 
no matter what the duration of their services may have been, 
and great, indeed, will be the public loss when his Lordship 
shall arrive at the determination to retire into private life— 
Times. 

William Martin, Esq., M.A., St. John’s College, Cambridge, 
late Chief Justice of New Zealand, was admitted to the honorary 
degree of D.C.L. at Oxford, on the Ist instant. 

Four out of the five directors of the Royal British Bank are 
now in the full enjoyment of their liberty. Mr. Esdaile, and 
Mr. Cameron, the manager, are the only defendants who 
remain in prison. 

REET Gave 


Recent Mecisions in Chancery. 


Bond Dent—JupGMENT—StTATUTE OF LIMITATIONS— 
TRUST—PARTIES. 
Burrowes v. Gore, 6 W.R., H.L., 699. 

On 31st March, 1806, R. B. gave to T. B. and another two 
bonds, with warrants of attorney, for payment of £1000 and 
£500, on the death of R. B., with interest on £500 from the 
date and on £1000 from the death of thg obligor. By marriage 
settlement of even date the bonds and judgments, and the moneys 
thereby secured, were declared to be vested in I’. B. and hisco- 
obligee in trust for Gore, the intended husband, for life; then for 
the intended wife, daughter of R. B., for life; and then for the 
children of the marriage. R. B., the obligor, was father of 
T. B., one of the obligees, and grandfather of R. Bi, the api 
lant, By the marriage settlement of 'T, B., dated 3rd Oc 
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1807, certain estates were settled on T. B. and his issue, and a 
term of 300 years was created for the purpose of raising £5000. 
The trustees of the term were directed, out of this sum of £5000, 
firstly, to pay off £1500 provided by the marriage settlement 
of RK. B., the obligor, as portions for his younger children, and to 
apply the residue “towards payment of such judgment and 

ialty debts as were then due and owing” by R. B., in such 
order as he might think proper, and in case there should be 
any surplus of the £5000 to pay the same to R. B. The con- 
templated marriage took effect, and K. B., the appellant, was the 
eldest son of it. R. B., the obligor, died in 1816. ‘I. B. died 
in 1836. ‘T. B. was in possession of the estates from the death 
of his father until his own death, and R. B., the appellant, had 
been in possession since. Gore, the tenant for life under the 
settlement of 31st March, 1806, died in 1846, having survived his 
wife. The bill filed in the causein 1848, on behalf of the children of 
Gore, against R. B., the appellant, sought to establisha charge upon 
the estates comprised in the term of 300 years, for the amount 
due upon the two bonds of £1000 and £500 settled upon 
Gore’s marriage. The late Lord Chancellor of Ireland decreed 
an account of what was due to R. B., the appellant, as personal 
representative of ‘T. B., who was surviving trustee under the 
settlement, for principal and interest upon the bonds since the 
death of Gore, the tenant for life, and other accounts and in- 
quiries were directed. The Master found that the whole of 
the £5000 secured by the term of 300 years in the settlement 
of 1807 remained unraised at the death of R. B., the obligor, in 
1816; that £1500, the portion of the younger children of R. B., 
the obligor, was paid off by R. B., the appellant, in 1844; and 
that the residue of the £5000 was still unraised. ‘There was 
an order on further directions by the late Lord Chancellor of 
Ireland, directing that the moneys due upon the bonds should 
be raised by virtue of the term and applied in satisfaction of 
the portions of Gore’s children. The present appeal to the 
House of Lords against the decree and subsequent proceedings 
was brought on the ground of the improper constitution of 
the suit, and also because the plaintifis’ claim was barred 
by the Statute of Limitations. 


It was held by Lord Cranworth, in accordance with the Court 
below, that the obligees of the bonds were not creditors of 
R. B., the obligor, within the meaning of the trust contained in 
the settlement of 1807. The trustees’ were directed to apply 
the residue of the £5000 towards payment of judgment and 
specialty debts “then due and owing” by R. B., in such order 
as he might think proper. But it was not shown that R. B. 
had directed these bonds to be discharged; and further, the 
bonds were payable on the death of R. B., and, therefore, the 
amounts secured by them were not “due and owing” at the 
date of the settlement of 1807. The decree of the Irish Court 
did not proceed upon the principle that the obligees of the 
bonds were direct cestuis que trust of the term, but upon the 
tight of the plaintiffs against the personal representative of 
R. B., to be paid out of his assets. So much of the £5000 as 
had not been raised under the trust was part of his personal 
estate, and applicable to the payment of the bonds. 


The general rule in administration suits is, that a creditor or 
legatee cannot make a debtor to the estate under administration 
4 co-defendant with those who represent the estate. This rule, 
however, has been departed from where there has been collusion 
between the personal representative and the debtor; or where 
the deceased was partner with others, and it has been impos- 
sible to get in the estate without partnership accounts; and 
there may be other exceptional cases, ‘The late Lord Chan- 
eellor of Ireland thought that the case before him was excep- 
tional, because the lands comprised in the term had, ever since 
the death of R. B., the obligor, been held by ‘I. B., his son, and 
the appellant, R. B., his grandson, during which period ‘I. B. 
and kt. B. successively represented the obligees of the bonds, so 
that the persons bound to protect the interests of the cestuis 
que trust had also been the persons out of whose estate the 
bonds ought to have been paid. But it was pointed out by 

Cranworth that, after the death of R. B., the obligor, the 
persons beneficially interested in the term were, as to the 
£1500, part of the £5000, the younger children of R. B., and 
4s to the residue, his personal representative. ‘The persons to pay 
and the persons to recover were not the same; and, therefore, 
Lord Cranworth-considered: that the frame of the suit was not 
warranted by the practice of the Court; but inasmuch as the 
Tesult was the same as if the suit had been properly consti- 
tuted, he thought that the decres should be sustained. 


The next point arose on the Statute of Limitations, and w 
thistle House requested to have the case re-argued. ‘The 
question was whether, inasmuch as the obligees were barred 





by the statute from suing the personal representative of the 
obligor upon the bonds, the present plaintifis, the cestuis que 
trust, were equally barred? Lord Cranworth expressed a strong 
opinion that they were not. He thought that R. B., the 
obligor, became from the first in contemplation of equity a 
trustee for all the persons beneficially interested under the set- 
tlement. If: R. Bihad simply agreed that he would give a sum 
of money as a portion, he would have been considered in equity 
as holding that money upon trust. Then, how was that altered 
by his giving a bond? He thus provided an additional remedy 
for the recovery of the money, but still he did not absolve him- 
self from his original liability as a trustee. This trust could 
only be discharged by actual payment of the money; and, 
therefore, in the opinion of Lord Cranworth, the Statute of 
Limitations had no application to the case. 

The Lord Chancellor concurred with Lord Cranworth upon 
this point. He thought that the bonds might be regarded as 
the machinery by which the obligor was to perform his part of 
the marriage contract. -Upon the other points of the case 
Lord Chelmsford also agreed with his learned predecessor, and 
he was of opinion that the decree and decretal order appealed 
against were substantially correct, and ought to be affirmed. 


Upon the question as to the effect of the agreement to pro- 
vide a marriage portion for the daughter, Lord St. Leonards 
felt some doubt as to the relation thereby imposed upon the 
obligor. He was not prepared to say that the obligor was con- 
stituted atrustee. If he had agreed to give any tangible thing 
actually marked out, then of course he would have become a 
trustee. But if he agreed to pay a sum of money out of his 
general assets, that agreement could not make him a trustee so 
as to bind him in all respects in that relation. But it bound 
him as entering into a contract to be performed irrespective of 
the particular security given for it. Lord St. Leonards further 
held that it was a breach of trust on the part of the obligees of 
the bonds not to enter up judgments upon- the warrants of 
attorney which accompanied them. This breach of trust the 
obligor and his representative never could take advantage of, 
and it was clear that the surviving obligee and his representa- 
tives were answerable for a breach of trust, if any damage was 
sustained from the neglect to enter up judgments. Lord St. 
Leonards remarked, that at that period in Ireland, judgments 
were considered equal to conveyances. They were made the 
subject of settlements, and dealt with as regular mortgages, 
The parties to the settlement of 1806 intended the portion to 
be secured upon the estate. If that were so, the Statute of 
Limitations could not prevail in equity, even against bonds. 
Besides, the question would arise, when did the right of the 
respondents accrue? It never accrued until the death of the 
tenant for life in 1846, and they filed the bill in 1848. That 
bill claimed the portions provided for the children by the 
settlement of 1806, and the defendant’s answer in effect was, 
that the money had been lost by the neglect of the trustee. 
But the defendant was the representative of his father, who 
was the trustee, and therefore he was himself liable to pay the 
money. It was a breach of trust on the part of both father 
and son not to haye raised the money, so as to have it 
ready to hand over to the cestuis que trust. If the decree were 
not sustained, there would be a circuity of action. The defen- 
dant would have to proceed against the personal representative 
of his grandfather to obtain payment of the bonds, and that 
representative must proceed against the trustees of the term. to 
raise assets, and those trustees would have to proceed against 
the defendant, who was then in the enjoyment of the estates. 
The defendant was the hand to pay and also the hand to 
receive, and therefore the Statute of Limitations did not run. 


Lord Wensleydale concurred in holding that the bonds were 
not debts of the obligor expressly provided for by the trusts of 
the term created by the settlement of 1807; and that the suit 
was improperly constituted, but that upon the materials before 
the Court a proper decree might be made. He also thought 
that the term of 300 years was subsisting, and that money 
ought to be raised by means of it, as part of the general assets 
of the obligor, to pay the bonds, if they were not barred by the 
Statute of Limitations. But the statute began to run on the 


death of the obligor in 1816, and there was no satisfactory 
evidence of part payment. The only remaining question was, 
whether the bonds were taken out of the statute altogether, on 
the ground that a trust was created in the obligor, and Lord 
Wensleydale held, in opposition to the opinions of the Lord 
Chancellor and Lord Cranworth, but in accordance with that of 
Lord St. Leonards, that they were not, 
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Cases at Common Lab specially Enteresting to Attorneys. 


County Court Practice—APpPEAL—TIME FOR ENTERING 
INTO SECURITY. 
Stone v. Dean, 6 W. R., Q. B., 602. 


By 13 & 14 Vict. ¢. 61, s. 14, it is provided that a party 
desirous of appealing against the determination or direction of a 
county court judge in point of law, or as to admission or rejec- 
tion of evidence, must, within ten days after such determination 
or direction, give notice of such appeal to the other party or his 
attorney, and also give security to be approved by the officer of 
the court for the costs of the appeal. In the case under dis- 
cussion, notice of appeal had been duly given, but the requisite 
security for costs had not been entered into within the ten days. 
Under these circumstances the respondent took a preliminary 
objection to the appeal, to which it was answered by the 
appellant, that the statute limited the period within which the 
notice of appeal must be given, but left the time for entering 
into security unfettered. The singular construction of the 
section, however, thus insisted on, was rejected unanimously by 
the Court, who preferred the reading consistent with the words 
used in the statute, and required by the balance of convenience 
—viz, that the notice and the security should both be given 
within the ten days. It may be remarked that the law is thus 
‘laid down by Mr. Broom in his County Court Practice, p. 246, 
where he says, that besides giving notice of appeal, the plaintiff 
must, within the ten days already specified, give security, &c. 


Distress, Law OF—DETAINING GOODS AFTER TENDER. 
Loring v. Warburton, 6 W. R., Q. B., 602. 

By the case of Tanered vy. Leyland (16 Q. B. 669), it was de- 
cided in the Court of Exchequer Chamber that it is not 
actionable for a landlord to take goods in distress on a claim of 
more rent being in arrear than is really owing, and to sell them 
on such claim, provided always that the sale is not for more than 
sufficient to raise the true amount, together with legal charges. 
And in the subsequent case of Glynn v. Thomas (11 Exch.870), it 
was held by the same Court (Crompton, J., diss.), that where 
some rent is due, and the distress therefore lawful, the detention 
by the landlord of the goods distrained is’ justifiable (without 
regard to the question whether they are or are not sufficient or 
beyond what would be required to realize the amount really 
due) until after the tenant has tendered the sum really due. 
‘The case under discussion shows, however, that immediately 
upon the tenant tendering such sum he acquires a right of 
action against the landlord in respect of any further detention, 
and that the tenant is not bound to re-plevy the goods distrained 
after he has made such tender and it has been refused. In this 
case, the tender of the sum really due took place after the dis- 
tress had been made, but before the goods taken had been im- 
pounded, 


Jornt-Stock COMPANIES—LIABILITY OF SECRETARIES. 
Penrose v. Martyn, 6 W. R., Q. B., 603. 


This was an action on a bill of exchange, drawn by the 
plaintiff on a joint-stock company, registered as “ limited,” and 
accepted by the defendant in his capacity of secretary to the 
company. The defendant was sued personally because, in his 
acceptance, he omitted to state that the company in question 
was limited, and had therefore, as it was contended, brought 
himself under the penal enactment in the Joint-Stock Companies 
Act, 1856 (19 & 20 Vict. c. 47, s. 31), which, among other 
things, provides that any officer of a company registered as 
limited, who “signs any bill of exchange” on behalf of such 
company, wherein its name (part of which is by sect. 5 of 
the Act the word “limited ”) is not mentioned, shall be liable 
to a penalty of £50, and shall further be personally liable to 
the holder of the bill for the amount thereof, unless the same 
be duly paid by the company. It was urged for the defendant, 
that by the terms of this section he was only liable on the bill 
in default of payment thereof by the company, and that, ac- 
cording to the case of Nicholls y. Diamond (9 Exch. 154), the 
company were not liable on a bill so drawn and accepted. The 
Court, however, held that the company were liable, as the bill 
was addressed to them as the drawees, and accepted by the de- 
fendant as their secretary, with authority so to do; and they 
also held that the expression in the above section, of “signing” 
bills of exchange, included their acceptance. 


PracticE—Error—Scl. Fa. 
Curlewis v. Earl of Mornington, 6 W. R., B. C., 604. 


This case throws light upon the practice of error. There is 
an old writ called a sci. fa. ad audiendum errores, which, in the 





practice which prevailed before the Common Law Procedure 


Act, 1852 (when proceedings in error on a judgment in one of 
the superior courts commenced by writ of error and were consi- 
dered as original, and not, as under the present procedure, as a 
mere step in the cause), was used to put the defendant in error 
to his answer in those cases in which the ordinary writ of error 
was not proper—as, for example, where the error was alleged 
in some inferior court of record, or where the error arose on an 
outbranch of the record by way of diminution. The case under 
discussion shows that under the practice which now exists, 
occasion may still arise for using this writ. Thus, it is the pro- 
per process to be sued out where the parties to the judgment 
in which error is alleged have become changed, by death or 
otherwise, after the judgment was given. For example, an 
administrator de bonis non may so dispute the validity of a 
judgment to which the original administrator was party; and, 
on the same principle, it is presumed that the writ would lie in 
the case of the personal representative of an executor party to 
a judgment in his representative character. From the ela- 
borate judgment of Mr. Justice Coleridge in this case, the 
important conclusion may be gathered that, in all cases 
where it is desired to introduce new parties on the record, the 
writ of scire facias is the proper process, and that the proceeding 
by way of suggestion, as extended by the Common Law 
Procedure Act, 1852, is applicable only to the purpose. of 
alleging collateral facts, which affect the same parties as those 
originally on the record. It is also said, in this judgment, that 
in cases where the scire facias ad aud. err. is required, the 
old form of the writ may be used without alteration, as the 
portions of it which are inapplicable to the present practice in 
error may be treated as mere surplusage. We own, however, 
that this seems to us but a slovenly mode of managing the 
process of the courts, and that it would be well that the 
masters should be directed to frame a writ suitable to the 
exigencies of the existing practice. 


CravseE in Contract AGREEING TO REFER FurTuRE 
Disputes TO ARBITRATION—17 & 18 Vict. c. 125, 8. 11. 
Hirsch vy. Im Thurm, 6 W. R., C. P., 605. 


The law as to the effect of an agreement to refer to arbitra- 
tion any future matters which may become in controversy 
between the parties in respect to any particular transaction 
appears to turn a good deal on the form of the clause. But 
in the case of a proviso, framed so as not to form a valid 
defence at law if an action be thereafter commenced for breach 
of the contract in which such proviso was inserted (see 
Thompson vy. Charnock, 8 T. R. 139; Scott v. Avery, 25 L. J., 
H. L., 308), if such an action be commenced thereon, 
nevertheless the proceedings may, under 17 & 18 Vict. 
c. 125, s. 11, be stayed by the Court or a judge on such 
terms as to costs and otherwise as may seem fit. In 
order, however, to obtain such stay, the defendant must appear 
to the action, and make his application before plea, and must 
also satisfy the Court or judge that no sufficient reason exists 
why the reference should not be made, and that he himself is 
ready and willing to join and concur in all acts necessary and 
proper for causing the matters put in suit to be decided by 
arbitration as originally agreed. And there is also in the 
provision power reserved for the subsequent discharge or vary- 
ing of the rule or order staying the proceedings, as justice may 
require. The case under discussion was a motion for a rule to 
stay proceedings in an action brought for the breach of a con- 
tract, which contained such an agreement as above referred to. 
The application had been first made at chambers, but was 
referred to the Court, and the question turned upon the reason- 
ableness of resorting to the arbitration under the circumstances 
of the case. ‘The contract was one of warranty with regard to 
certain seed, and the plaintiffs urged that they could not dis- 
cover the breach of which: they complained before they had 
converted the seed into oil, so as to test its quality, and that 
the referees fixed on by the arbitration clause, viz. brokers, were 
not proper judges of the oil, though they might be of the seed. 
To this representation the Court would have listened, if the 
plaintiffs had been in a condition to show that all the seed had 
been converted, or that the brokers could not have satisfactorily 
estimated the whole from the part which remained unconverted. 
But as it was, they made the rule absolute, though without 
costs. 


= 
It may be remarked, that the plaintiffs in this case do not 
seem fortunate in the result of their applications. In a recent 
case (Wallis v. Hirsch, 1 C. B., N. S., 316); they were on the 
other side—being sued on a contract of warranty by the pur- 
chaser from them of certain linseed cake, as to which a dispute 
arose. This contract contained a similar arbitration clause; 
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and, accordingly, Messrs. Hirsch made application for a stay of 
ings, under this same section. In this case, however, in 
answer to the application, fraud was alleged against them; and 
on this account the Court refused to interfere, saying, that it 
could not be supposed that the parties contemplated to refer a 
ease of fraud; and that, where such a question arose, a jury 
was the proper tribunal to which recourse should be had. In 
this case the costs of the application, both to chambers and the 
Court, were directed to be costs in the cause. 

It may also be observed, in connection with this 11th section 
of the Common Law Procedure Act, 1854, that it has been 
decided (Livingston v. Ralli, 5 Ell. & Bl, 132) that, where an 
agreement to refer future disputes to arbitration has been 
entered into and violated, an action for breach thereof may be 

maintained by the party injured. 
* 


orrespondence. 


DUBLIN.—(From our own Correspondent.) 


The address of the Council of the Incorporated Law Society 
to Lord Chancellor Napier, on his elevation, has already been 
adverted to in these columns. A few days since, a still more 
flattering address was presented to his Lordship, signed by 
about 600 clergy of the Irish branch of. the National Church, 
most of whom were his constituents during the many years 
(1847—1858) when he represented the University of Dublin 
in Parliament. Accompanying the address was a magnificent 
copy of the Bible. Referring to this, the keeper of her 
Majesty’s conscience (in Ireland) said, in his valedictory reply 
to his clerical admirers, that it was the richest legacy which he 
should be able to leave to his children. 

It has been sufficiently announced, during the progress of 
the discussion in Parliament on the case of Mr. Cecil Moore, 
recently appointed Sessional Crown-Solicitor for the county of 
Tyrone, that an address spontaneously originated from a large 
number of magistrates, clergymen, and others, residents in the 
county, speaking of that gentleman’s character and qualifications 
in the highest possible manner. Two opinions may possibly 
exist as to the wisdom of appointing the secretary of an Orange 
lodge to a crown-solicitorship; but there can be one only as to 
the fitness of Mr. Moore for any office within his reach. It 
appeared, from what the Attorney-General said during the dis- 
cussion, that the emoluments connected with the office of 
crown-solicitor at quarter sessions do not amount to more than 
£150 per annum. The regular crown-solicitor for the county, 
whose duties take him only into the assize courts, enjoys three 
or four times as large an official income; and as these appoint- 
ments do not debar from practice, they are very much sought 
after by the attorneys. 

Addresses seem quite the fashion just now. Mr. J. H. Otway, 
Q. C., has just completed his sittings as deputy for the’ assistant- 
barrister (county court judge) of a northern county. His 
essay on the bench has given such satisfaction to all the local 
practitioners, that a complimentary address from them inarked 
the close of the sessions. As Mr. Otway has shown such apti- 
tude in his new occupation, it is matter for regret that his 
engagement should be of so temporary a nature, especially as 
some of the Irish county court judges are, from age and infirmity, 
altogether past work. For the purpose of superseding some of 
these, a Bill has been introduced, which now siands for the 
second reading, not only providing an increased retiring allow- 
ance for such of them as will vacate their chairs, but also 
enabling the Chancellor to superannuate those who ought to 
retire, but are unwilling to retire. 

The retirement of Mr. Registrar O'Keeffe from the Court of 
Chancery was immediately followed by that of his colleague, 
Mr, Long—a veteran officer of the court, who originally came 
over to Ireland with Lord Chancellor Hart. Mr. W. D. Fer- 
guson and the Hon. H. Sugden succeeding to the vacant 
places, the office of assistant-registrar (with a salary of £1000) 
was conferred on Mr. W. Drury, well known to the bar as the 
Reporter of Lord Chancellor Sugden’s decisions, from 1841 to 
1846. Mr. Finch White, barrister-at-law, has been appointed 
secretary in lunacy matters in the room of Mr, Drury, pro- 
tmoted. All these appointments have given great satisfuction to 
the lawyers, 

For several years the profession has been in want of a book 
6n the new practice of the Court of Chancery in Ireland. ‘This 
Want was to a great extent supplied last week, by the publica- 
tion of a collection of Rules and Orders of the Court, by Mr. 

Gamble. ‘This work, under a modest title, gives most of the 
Orders, with the cases decided on them; also notes of 








English decisions; it contains, moreover, a very complete index. 
considered by some to be the most valuable portion of the work, 
Immediately on the announcement of Mr. Gamble’s book, a 
counter-advertisement appeared in the journals, stating that a 
“Practice of the Court of Chancery,” by a Mr. Blackham, was 
in preparation, but would not be published before Michaelmas 
Term, in order that some alleged statutory alterations, to be 
effected during the present session, might be included in it. A 
rejoinder by Mr. Gamble’s publisher appeared in the papers 
next day, stating that, in point of fact, no Act of the present 
session would in the slightest degree affect the practige in Chan- 
cery, excepting only a short Bill, enabling the Court of Chancery 
to call in a jury for the trial of issues of fact, and to award 
damages in certain cases. 

The privileges of the junior bar have found a staunch de- 
fender in the present Chancellor. On Saturday, for instance, 
an application was made to refer a petition to the Master, under 
the 15th section of the Chancery Regulation Act. The Court 
took notice of the fact, that the signature of one of her Majesty’s 
counsel only appeared at the end of the petition, and refused 
to make any order, on account of the absence of any signature 
of junior counsel. Yesterday the application was renewed, 
and it then clearly appearing that the counsel who had signed 
the petition had taken his silk gown since affixing his signa- 
ture, the Lord Chancellor made the order of reference. 

At the nisi prius sittings (before O’Brien, J., and a special 
jury) a cause of Upton v. Handcock has just been tried, which 
has attracted a good deal of notice. The defendant was, during 
1852 and 1853, living in London in a state of abject poverty; 
and while in that condition became indebted to the plaintiff, 
Mrs. Upton, in various sums for board, lodging, and pecuniary 
advances. Shortly afterwards the defendant, under the terms 
of a compromise, unexpectedly came into possession of property 
in Ireland, producing an income of several thousands a-year. 
It appeated from the evidence, that the plaintiff was thereupon 
engaged as his housekeeper, and during the time she held that 
situation, shee xperienced harsh treatment, which, together with 
the non-payment of the sums due to her, led to the present 
action being brought. In replying for the plaintiff in a forcible 
address, Mr. Sullivan, Q. C., strongly censured the conduct of the 
defendant, and of Captain Gore, one of his friends, who had 
taken a part in the transaction, which, to the learned counsel, 
appeared to justify the utmost condemnation. In the course 
of the trial it came out that a receipt, purporting to have been 
given by the plaintiff for the moneys claimed by her, had been, 
in fact, forged by the defendant’s valet, an individual who so 
contradicted himself on cross-examination that the judge - 
ordered him into custody forthwith. In summing up, the judge 
left it to the jury to determine whether the assistance rendered 
by the plaintiff was to be regarded as a gift, for which repay- 
ment was not expected, and could not be enforced. His Lord- 
ship proceeded to say, that there was no evidence to show that 
the defendant was privy to the forgery of the plaintifi’s initials 
to the account; and as to the alleged ill-usage, there was a con- 
flict of testimony, as to which the jury would form their own 
opinion. The jury, without leaving the box, found for the 
plaintiff with £350 damages, made up as follows—£157 for 
the assault, and the residue for board, advances, &c. 

Immediately after the conclusion of the trial, Captain Gore, 
considering himself aggrieved by Mr. Sullivan's remarks, wrote 
a letter to that learned counsel, demanding that an apology 
should be sent before the noon of next day. Believing thata 
breach of the peace was contemplated, Mr. Sullivan very pro- 
perly attended at the police-office, and swore informations in 
the usual form before the presiding magistrate. Captain Gore 
was thereupon bound over in heavy recognizances to keep the 
peace. 


MACKENZIE’S BOOK-KEEPING FOR SOLICITORS, &c. 
To the Editor of Tue Soxicrrors’ Journat & REPORTER. 


Srr;—As you have brought me to grief by your observations 
on my work above mentioned, I trust you will ease my mind a 
little by allowing the following few remarks to appear in your 
next number, 

I have, nearly all my life, been engaged on the subject of 
accounts, both in Scotland and England, and have, for upwards 
of the last thirty years, both before my admission and since, 
“ kept the books,” and superintended the system of solicitors’ 
book-keeping contained in my work, in the places of business 
with which I have been connected, and I really profess to know 
something of the subject. 

[am acquainted with the systems, and want of system, of 
accounts, of many solicitors in London and the country; and I 
beg to state, that al] who havo seen the system I have recom. 











746 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Juxy 10, 1858, 








mended have acknowledged it to be the simplest and most suit- 
able. The time saved by the mode of keeping the day-book is 
& great desideratum, and the proof of correctness by the 
“ weekly statement ” has been allowed to be admirable. 

I do not, however, expect long-continued systems to be readily 
altered, except, perhaps, in part, even where a better is recom- 
mended; but I think that a work like mine may be very useful 
to our young friends entering the profession, At all events, I 
am sure you will agree with me, that the subject should be ear- 
nestly recommended to their notice. 

You will find from my work that I agree with you in various 
points, as regards what you consider the best system of book- 
keeping, and of which you have given an outline; but in other 
points I respectfully differ from you, for reasons which, to men- 
tion, might take up too much of your space.—I am, Sir, yours 
very obediently, Tue Auruor. 

July 7, 1858, 

-_ > -OC— 


Professional Entelliqgence. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 

The two following important papers have been prepared by 
the council of this society, and sent to leading members of 
Parliament, and otherwise circulated :— 

PROBATES AND LETTERS OF ADMINISTRATION Act AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 


Objections to Clauses 7 and 24 in the Bill, and Suggestions for 
Amendment of Clanse 24. 


The Court of Probate Act (20 & 21 Vict. c. 77, s. 20) pro- 
vides that “no person shall be appointed a registrar or district 
registrar who shall not be or have ieen an advocate, barrister- 
at-law, proctor, solicitor, or attorney-at-law, unless at the time 
of the passing of the Act he was performing in person the 
duties of registrar or deputy registrar of some ecclesiastical 
court in England, or was acting as articled clerk, or paid clerk 
to a proctor in Doctors’ Commons, or as officer or clerk in the 
office of the Prerogative Court of Canterbury, or of the Prero- 
gative Court of York, or any diocesan court.” It will be seen 


that it thus expressly limits the qualification by clerkship to 


persons acting as clerks at the time of passing the Act. 

Clause 7 of the present Bill proposes to enact that any clerk 
in the principal registry of the Court of Probate shall] be eligi- 
ble to be appointed a registrar or district registrar. This clause 
would make eligible for the office of registrar a person who had 
been a clerk in the principal registry at any time, whether be- 
fore or since the passing of the Court of Probate Act, and for 
however short a period, and without regard to whether the post 
he holds in the principal registry be one that would afford him 
opportunities of acquiring that knowledge which is requisite 
for his properly exercising the duties of a registrar. 

It is submitted that such a provision is extremely objection- 
able on public grounds. The offices of registrar and district 
registrar are places of great importance and responsibility. 
Those officers exercise judicial powers in a large portion of 
their duties. Very many cases necessarily pass through their 
hands, and are completed by them, which never come under 
the eye of the judge. They decide in almost all cases of non- 
contentious business, which are by far the most numerous, and 
which, from their not being contested, are the most open to 
fraud or mistake. 

The mere fact that a person shall hold the post of clerk to 
the registrar does not (alone) afford any guarantee that he is 
qualified by legal and general education, or station, for the 
office of registrar or district registrar. 

The office of registrar in the Probate Court is in no way 
similar to that of a registrar in the Court of Chancery or other 
court, who has merely to register the decrees of the Court. 

Their decisions, which are ex parte in all non-contentious 
cases, are of a inost important nature, and affect property to the 
greatest amount, and any errors committed by them are fre- 
quently irretrievable. 

It is necessary in order to afford proper security that the 
registrars and district registrars should be selected from persons 
qualified in a high degree for the office. The practice and 
experience that may be obtained by persons holding the office 
of clerks in the registrar's office may be usefal, but it should 
not be allowed as a substitute for those other tests of qualifi- 
cation to which these parties must have been subjected, who 
were authorised by 20th section of the present Court of Probate 
Act to hold the office. 

It is therefore submitted that clause 7 should be omitted. 





By the 21st section of the Court of Probate Act, it is enacted 
that “no registrar of the principal registry of the court, nor 
any officer or clerk in the principal registry thereof, shall, 
during the time of his holding such office, directly or indirectly 
practise as an advocate, barrister, proctor, solicitor, or attorney, 
or receive or participate in the fees of any other person so prac- 
tising.” This clause was decidedly objectionable, as it left it 
open to practitioners to practise in the district courts of which 
they might be at the time the district registrars. 

By the first part of the 24th clause of the Bill now before 
the House, it is provided that “no district registrar appointed 
under the Court of Probate Act shall practise either directly 
or indirectly as an advocate, barrister, proctor, solicitor, or at- 
torney, or as agent to any such party, in reference to any busi- 
ness coming before himself as district registrar, or coming before 
any person as district registrar holding the office of district 
registrar conjointly with himself.” 

This proposed enactment appears to be very proper (subject 
to some additions proposed below) and to remedy a great defect 
in the existing Court of Probate Act. But it is qualified by 
the following objectionable proviso, viz.“ Provided that every 
district registrar shall be entitled in cases where parties apply 
in person for grants of probate or administration to him, or to 
any person holding the office of district registrar conjointly 
with him, to do such acts, and to receive such fees, as have been 
or shall be hereafter sanctioned by any rules and orders, or any 
table of fees issued or to be issued from time to time under 
the provisions of the said last-mentioned Act” (20 & 21 Vict. 
c. 77). 

There appear to be strong objections to this proviso :— 

1. The registrars and deputy registrars have as above ex- 
plained to perform certain official duties for the Court of a most 
important and quasi-judicial nature, and it is highly objection- 
able that they should act as agents for the parties seeking to 
obtain the grant of Probate or Letters of Administration, or to 
take any other step in the court to which they are registrars, 
When the application is made by the party interested, or by 
his proctor or solicitor, the registrar's duty is to investigate 
strictly the facts laid before him, and the documents and evi- 
dence on which the grant is to be founded, or other act done or 
allowed. It is objectionable that the registrar should be allowed 
to act in the two capacities of judge and of agent to one of the 
parties interested, the more particularly as numerous other 
parties interested are in no way represented or protected in the 
proceeding, except it be by the fact of the registrar or district 
registrar being an entirely disinterested party. By allowing 
the registrar to act as agent for the interested party, the Court 
and the public will lose the advantage of the security which an 
independent and disinterested officer would otherwise afford. 

2. If the registrar be allowed to receive fees for transacting 
business as the agent of parties who like to employ him in the 
transaction of the business, he will have a decided pecuniary 
interest to facilitate the business thus entrusted by the parties 
to his care and conduct; and to overlook objections and forego 
inquiries and evidence that might have occurred to him, or that 
would properly have been required by him if he had merely 
been in the position of registrar when the application was made 
to him by a solicitor or proctor on behalf of the party inter- 
ested. 

3. The intention to allow fees to be taken by the district 
registrars for business done by them as registrars, according to 
a lower scale than the fees allowed to other practitioners, will 
have a tendency to throw a large part of the business in the 
districts into the registrar's hands, and thus tend to increase the 
evil above pointed out as likely to arise by the proposed enact- 
ment. 

4, The allowance of fees to an officer of the court, as such, 
is highly objectionable, and contrary to the practice now almost 
universally adopted of paying public officers by salary. In this 
case the evil will be far greater than usual, as the officer 
receiving the fees will at once cease to afford any protection to 
the client as to the amount or propriety of fees charged. 

The 21st section of the Court of Probate Act prohibits any 
registrar officer or clerk in the principal registry from. practis- 
ing either directly or indirectly. Lt is submitted that this pro- 
hibition should now be extended to. the clerks of the district 
registrars, by introducing words to that effect into the 24th 
clause of the present Probate Act AsMendment Bill; and the 
clause should be further amended by forbidding any such dis- 
trict registrar, or his clerk, from participating in the fees of any 
other person practising in the court. 

It is therefore suggested that the clause 24 should stand 
amended in the following form:—‘ No district registrar, ap- 
pointed under the Court of Probate Act, nor any officer or 
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of such district registrar, shall practise, either directly or in- 
directly, as an advocate, barrister, proctor, solicitor, or at- 
torney, or as agent of a proctor, solicitor, or attorney, 
jn reference to any business coming before him, or coming 
before any person to whom he is clerk or officer, or coming 
before any person as district registrar, holding the office of 
district registrar conjointly with himself, or with the person to 
whom he is clerk or officer.” 


Law or Property AMENDMENT BILL. 
Objections to Clause 28. 

The general object of the Bill is highly beneficial to the pub- 
lic, and it will have the effect of obviating legal difficulties in 
the title to freehold and leasehold property, which are of con- 
stant occurrence, and are attended with heavy legal expenses. 

But the 28th clause will have a very prejudicial effect. It 
enacts that any seller of land which shall be assigned to a pur- 
chaser, or the solicitor. of any such seller, fraudulently con- 
cealing any settlement or other instrument, or any incumbrance, 
from a purchaser, or falsifying any pedigree upon which the 
title may depend, in order to induce him to accept the title 
offered, shall be guilty of a misdemeanour, and being found 
guilty shall be liable to punishment by fine or imprisonment, 
with or without hard labour, or by both, as the Court shall 
award, and shall also be liable to an action for damages at the 
suit of the purchaser, or those claiming under him, for any loss 
by him or them in consequence thereof. 

It is the duty of solicitors, in order to save expense to their 
clients, to commence the title from as late a period as the cir- 
cumstances of each case will admit, and not to abstract or give 
notice of any title-deeds which shall appear to them not to be 
strictly necessary to the title. In a mere pecuniary point of 
view, it is his interest to abstract fully and at length, and to 
give notice of every deed which at any period of time related to 
the title. 

A deed may sometimes be omitted from the abstract, owing 
to its being thought by the vendor's solicitor to be quite un- 
necessary, though subsequent investigation, or the production 
of further deeds, may show that it is necessary to the title. It 
is frequently very difficult to decide whether a deed is neces- 
sary or not; and, in omitting to deliver an abstract of all the 
deeds in his possession, ancient or modern, the solicitor may 
possibly err, though acting with the best intentions, against his 
own interest, and with the sole desire to save expense to his 
client. 

If, either from these motives, or through accident or inad- 
vertence, any settlement or incumbrance affecting the title 
should be omitted, and any loss or damage should afterwards 
ensue to the purchaser, it might be imputed to the solicitor that 
he had omitted to give notice of it with a view to defraud; and 


~ he might, though perfectly innocent of fraud, be exposed to the 


tisk of an indictment for misdemeanour. 

The existing law is quite sufficient to reach any case of actual 
frand, whether committed by the vendor or his solicitor. 

If the clause becomes law, every prudent solicitor must give 
notice to the purchaser of every deed in his possession which 
relates to the property, and he will in that way alone avoid all 
tisk of an indictment, and his fees and those of the purchaser’s 
solicitor will be proportionably increased. 

The main object of recent legislation as to landed estates has 
beea to facilitate the deduction of title, and to diminish the ex- 
pense attending it. 

This clause will counteract much that has been done for that 


Itis respectfully but strongly contended that the 28th clause 
should be omitted. 
KENT LAW SOCIETY. 

The Annual General Meeting of the Kent Law Society was 
held at the Lord Warden Hotel, Dover, on Monday, the 14th 
June, 1858; Mr. MonckTon, vice-president, in the chair. 

The following gentlemen were present :—Messrs. Henry 
Bathurst, Bosworth, Bristow, W. Bristow, Brockman, Callaway, 
Case, Cole, Daniel, Farrar, Fielding, Furley, Goodwin, Gorham, 
Hills, Hinds, E, Hoar, M. Kingsford, Kipping, Knocker, E. N. 
Knockor, Latter, J. B. Monckton, Neve, L. Norwood, Pain, Pid- 
cock, $. Plummer, jun., Sankey, H. ‘I’. Sankey, Scratton, Seuda- 
thore, Smith, Snowden, Tassell, ‘Thompson, and H. D. Wildes, 

accounts of the treasurer were audited, and there was 
to be a balance in his hands of 136%. 17s. 6d. 

Mr. Monckton was appointed the president, and Mr. Thomp- 
son the vice-president of the society for the year ensuing. 

The deaths of Mr. Thomas Carnell, of Sevenoaks, and of Mr. 

Coare Kingsford, of Canterbury, two of the members of 
the society, were reported. 








It was also reported—That Mr. Richard Bathurst, of 
Faversham, had retired from the society. That Mr. William 
Nash Ottaway, of Staplehurst, by the operation of the 18th 
rule, and Mr. Walter Sprott, of Tonbridge Wells, by the opera- 
tion of the 6th rule, had respectively ceased to be members of 
the society. 

Tt was resolved—That the next annual meeting of the 
society should be held at the Ship Hotel, at Greenwich. 

Mr. Frederick Talbot Tasker, of Dartford (proposed by Mr. 
Brockman, and seconded by Mr. Cole), Mr. William South 
Norton, of West Malling (proposed by Mr. J. B. Monckton, 
and seconded by Mr. H. D. Wildes), Mr. Arthur Whitehead, of 
Maidstone (proposed by Mr. E. Hoar, and seconded by Mr. 
Sankey), Mr. Thomas William Marchant. of Deptford (pro- 
posed by Mr. Bristow, and seconded by Mr. Smith), Mr. James 
Bassett, of Rochester (proposed by Mr. Scudamore, and 
seconded by Mr. Bristow), and Mr. John Brennan, of Maidstone 
(proposed by Mr. Furley, and seconded by Mr. Bristow), were 
severally duly elected members of the society. 

The question of what is the fair and proper division of 
business and profit between the country solicitor and his 
proctor or London agent, on proving a will or taking out 
letters of administration, and what are the proper fees payable 
to a commissioner for the oaths and exhibit on proof of a will, 
having been brought under the notice of the meeting,—it was 
resolved—That the consideration of these subjects be left to 
the committee for special purposes, with a request that they 
will report and offer such suggestions for the guidance of the 
members of the society as they may consider requisite. 

It was resolved—That the secretary be requested to 
communicate with the Incorporated Law Society, and the 
Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association, on the propriety 
of the appointment by a registrar of a practising solicitor to 
act as his clerk in the district registry office, and of such clerk 
practising as a solicitor in the same district court, with a view 
of obtaining from Parliament, if practicable, :a prohibition of 
such a course of proceeding. 

Notice was given, that, at the next annual general meeting, it 
will be proposed that the 7th rule of the society be altered by 
the omission of the words “in East and West Kent alter- 
nately,” and by adding after the words “at such places,” the 
words, “in the county of Kent.” 





VACATION BUSINESS AT THE JUDGES’ CHAMBERS. 
QuEEN’s BeNcH CHAMBERS.—J/uly 12, 1858. 

The following regulations for transacting the business at 
these chambers will be strictly observed till further notice :— 

Acknowledgments of deeds will be taken at a quarter before 
eleven o'clock. 

Original summonses to be placed on the file. 

Summonses adjourned by the judge will be heard at eleven 
o'clock. 

Summonses of the day will be called and numbered at ten 
minutes past eleven o'clock, and heard consecutively. 

The parties on two summonses only will be allowed to attend 
in the judge's room at the same time. 

All long orders to be left, that they may be ready on being 
applied for the following day. 

Counsel will be heard at half-past one o’clock. The name 
of the cause in which counsel are engaged to be put on the 
counsel file. 

Affidavits in support of ex parte applications for judge's” 
orders (except those for orders to hold to bail) to be left the day 
before the orders are to be applied for, except under special 
circumstances; such affidavits to be properly indorsed with the 
names of the parties, the nature of the application, and a refer- 
ence to the statute under which any application is made; the 
party being prepared to produce the same. 





COSTS ON APPEALS. 

At the Sittings in Error in the Exchequer Chamber, on the 
5th instant, Mr. Baron Martin said it was the intention of the 
Court, that, in all appeals, when the judgments were affirmed, 
they should be affirmed with costs. 

—___—~»———— 


Rehiew. 


> 
Oke’s Magisterial Synopsis. 6th edition. London: Butterworths. 
1858. 
It is little more than a twelvemonth since we noticed, and 
with much pleasure, the fifth edition of this useful volume.* 





ad Viele vol. i, p. 246. 
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That the merits of the Synopsis were appreciated by the pro- 
fession its present re-issue, after such a very short space of time, 
sufficiently proves. Indeed, we remember few instances of a 
success so rapid, and cur satisfaction in the appearance of the 
new edition would be without alloy were it not for one ground 
of complaint, which we will briefly mention before proceeding 
to speak of the additions to this part of the law which a single 
year has produced. 

The price of the edition published in 1857 was 28s. The 
price of that published in the present year has swollen to the 
formidable dimensions of £2. Now, after such a rapid exhaus- 
tion of the previous issue, that now published can scarcely be 
called a venture. It is certain to be sold off, and that (we will 
venture to assert) within a space of time which would properly 
remunerate author, publisher, printer, and all concerned, had 
the price now charged for the work been regulated by the addi- 
tional matter given to the purchaser. But we find that, whereas 
the fifth edition contained 780 pages, the sixth numbers 1018; 
and hence a very simple calculation, by the aid of our old 
friend the Rule of Three, gives 536s. 6d. as the outside price 
which should be charged for the latter. Now, this is a matter 
for which the author himself is very likely not responsible. We 
do not, of course, know the nature of the contract which may 
subsist between Mr. Oke and his publisher; but the probability 
is, that the price has been fixed by the latter; and, at all events, 
we think the public have a right to expect that the price they are 
called on to pay for a new edition shall be calculated upon a fair 
and equitable scale. Is is, no doubt, possible that, in particular 
cases, the author may have bestowed such extra time and 
trouble on the subsequent edition of his work as to make the 
price charged for the preceding issue of it no longer a fair 
standard; but with regard to the book before us, we see no 
reason to believe that such is the explanation to be offered; and 
we may remark, that the short space of time which has elapsed 
between the two editions is of itself pretty strong evidence to 
the contrary. 

Let us now examine a little into the reforms efiected in 
magisterial law since our last notice of the “ Synopsis.” 

‘Yo take these in the order in which the subject is treated in 
that work, we have, first, a most important measure atfiect- 
ing the law and procedure generally upon summary coi- 
victions and orders. We allude, of course, to the appeal 
now ailowed under 20 & 21 Vict. c. 43, from the law laid down 
by justices in the exercise of their summary jurisdiction. 
Kespecting this most important alteration Mr. Oke truly ob- 
serves, that, “ previonsly to the Act, it was always felt as a 


great blemish in our law that there was no such power as is | 


given in this statute,and no means given of reviewing the 
decisions and proceedings of justices acting within their juris- 
o 5 
diction, except in those few cases in which an appeal was 
’ L 
allowed against the conviction or order.” We have ourselves 


most beneficial in its operation, and we rejoice to perceive that 
it is rapidly making itself known, and that, on the whole, it 
works satisfactorily. 

Considerable additions have been made in the present edition 
to the synopsis of offences within the provisions of 11 & 12 
Vict. c, 43, which forms the subject of the second chapter of 
the first part of the work. Here have been introduced the 
penal clauses of the 20 & 21 Vict. c, 49, requiring banking 
companies to register themselves under the Joint-Stock Coin- 
panies Acts 1856, 1857—-those of 20 & 21 Vict. c. 81, with 
regard to certain offences connected with burials,—of c. 48, 
with regard to industrial schools, in the case of children 
charged with vagrancy—and of 20 Vict. ¢ 13 (not, by the 
way, 21 Vict. c. 9, as printed at pp. 418, 420, & 422, of 
the Synopsis), in reference to the system of military law 
as organised by the Mutiny Act of 1857, which has just been 
supplanted by the ninth chapter of the present session. The 
next material additions occur in the list of indictable offences 
contained in the second chapter of the second part. Here the 
provisions of the famous 20 & 21 Vict. c. 54, with regard to 
fraudulent bankers and trustees, figure at Jarge; and refer- 
ence, also, is here made to the new powers conferred by 
the Legislature on justices with regard to obscene publications. 
‘These last, however, are given more in detail among those 
matters which may he done in petty sessions (sce pp. 908—910) 
in the third part of the work; and this, as being of a miscel- 
laneous description, has also been the place selected for several 
acts of last session imposing new duties on magistrates. ‘Lhese 
do not fall within the scope of the tabulated arrangements of 
the work, which: (as we observed in our former notice) we hold 
to be its chief characteristic. By these are shown, at a glance, 
the general nature of each offence, the statute by which it is 








regulated, and other useful particulars, according as the offenve 
in question falls under the class of those punishable on indict- 
ment or by way of summary conviction. But still these novel 
proceedings are both numerous and important, and the reader 
will find them industriously, and, as far as we have been able to 
test them, fully and accurately noted up. They include applica. 
tions under the new Divorce Act, for protection of the wife's 
property in cases of desertion, and those for search warrants 
for obscene publications above referred to, together with some 
others of minor interest. 

On the whole, we may assure our rich readers, who may 
happen to have bought the previous edition, that they can. 
not do better than purchase the new one, and that they may 
feel happy in the possession of a Synopsis which, up to the date 
at which we are writing, is a very fair specimen of accurate 
compilation. ‘To our poorer friends (if we have any in the 
same position) we would say, wait a while. A session or two 
will render your new purchase as defective as your investment 
of last year vow is; and we think that the labour of a few 
hours on the copy now in your possession, with the Acts of 
last year at your elbow, would enable you to keep your money 
in your pocket for a few sessions longer. Lastly, for the bene- 
fit of those who, having to do with magisterial duties, are not 
already the owners of a Synopsis, we have no hesitation in re- 
peating our former strong recommendation of Mr. Oke's work. 
{t is, in all respects, an admirable one. 


a co 


Parliamentary Proceedings. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, July 5. 
LEASES AND SALES OF SETTLED Estares Act AMENDMENT 
BILL. 
Upon the motion of Lord Cranworvtn, this Bill was referred 
to a select committee. 
County Court Disrricts Bix. 
This Bill passed through committee, 
Tuesday, July 6. 
County Court Disrrictrs BL. 
On the report of amendments to this Bill, 
Lord brouGHam said, that the amount involved in the suits 
brought last year in the county courts, was £700,000. ‘There 
were 10,000 suits brought in the county courts for sums in 


| which the superior courts held a concurrent jurisdiction, and 


only 2000 in the courts of Westminster. He had always 


; advocated an equalization of the salaries of the county court 
eae * eer | judges, but he regretted that the House of Commons. had 
, expressed ° hie: < s Act is cely rove | . eit ce * ¢ . . 
frequently expressed our belicf that this ‘Act is likely to prove | Shown’ a disposition to carry this into ellect by cutting down 
| the salaries to a minimum, instead of adopting the maximum. 


The Lorp CHanceL1or said, this Bill would go a fair way 
towards promoting Lord Broughaim’s object by equalizing the 
duties of the judges. No doubt several of the judges were 
overtasked; but there were others whose duties were so light 


i that it would be ludicrous to think of raising their salaries to 
| the extent proposed. Only yesterday, when he proposed a 


clause to prevent references being sent to the county court 
judges, on account of the duties they had already to discharge, 
Lord Wensleydale showed him a list, from which it appeared 
that some of them did not sit more than 45 days in the year, 
Whether this Bill would co equalize tie labours of the county 
court judges as to make it reasonable that their salaries should 
also be equalized was a matter that must be determined here- 
after. 

‘he report was then received. 

Thursday, July 8. 
BANKRUPTCY AND INSOLVENCY. 

In answer to Lord Truro, 

‘Lhe Lorp CHANCELLOR said, that the law officers had been 
engaged in, preparing a Bill for the amendment of the law 
bankruptey and insolvency; but, as he should be responsible 
for that Bill in their Lordships’ House, he was unwilling to lay 
it upon the table until he had careful¥y cqusidered it. He hoped 
in a very few days to présent it, but he had no expectation of 
passing it in the present session. He should, however, invite 
their attention to this subject, in the hope that by their assist- 
ance he might make the measure as perfect as possible. 


County Court Districts Brix. 
On the motion for the third reading of this Bill, 
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_ The Lorp CHANCELLOR corrected an error into which he 
had fallen, in stating, on the authority of a friend, that one of 
the county court judges had been employed only forty-five 
days in one year. He had since found that the return was for 
nine months, and that by a mistake of the clerk forty-five was 
inserted for 115. He thought an employment of 115 days in 
nine months was not such as to induce their Lordships to think 
the county court judges overworked, or to sanction an increased 


The Bill was read a third time and passed. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, July 5. 
ApMIRALTY CourT BILL. 


This Bill was read a second time, and the committee fixed 
for the 16th of August. 


Tuesday, July 6. 
Wits oF Britisu Supyects ABRoaD BILx. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 
Coroners’ INQUESTS. 


On the order of the day for the adjourned debate on the 
motion for a select committee on this subject, 

Mr. DEEDEs said, that the Member for Oldham, in moving 
for the select committee, animadverted strongly on the conduct 
of the magistrates of Kent in reference to the coroners, He 
did not think those animadversions justified. Since the commit- 
tee was moved for a commission on the subject had been issued, 
and he therefore supposed that Mr. Cobbett would not now vote 
for the committee. 

Mr. CoBBETT said it was his intention merely to state facts. 
Upon seeing the report of the commission, if it did not deal 
with the question as fully as he wished, he should renew his 
efforts to obtain a more complete inquiry. He would now with- 
draw the motion. 

The motion was accordingly withdrawn. 

CoprHoLp Acts AMENDMENT BIL. 


This Bill passed through committee. 
Wednesday, July 7. 
New TRIAL In CRIMINAL Cases BILL. 


Mr. M‘Manon, in moving the second reading of this Bill, 
explained that its objects were to remove doubts which had 
existed for 40 years with respect to the power of the Court of 
Queen’s Bench to remove indictments after trial into that court, 
and to grant a new trial; to remove doubts as to whether the 
statute of Edward I., with regard to bills of exceptions in civil 
cases, applied to criminal cases; to allow subordinate courts to 
grant new trials; to authorise the removal of cases from 
sessions to assizes ; and to authorise, in certain criminal cases, 
the summoning of special juries. He concluded by moving the 
second reading of the Bill. 

Mr. WALPOLE would not oppose the second reading, but on 
od understanding that he did not admit the principle of the 17th 
clause. 

Mr. J. FirzGERA.D objected to the Bill being read a second 
time. At present there was an appeal on points of law to a 
satisfactory tribunal; but to extend the principle to questions 
of fact would be productive of great delay, and would diminish 
the responsibility of the jury. It was a wise principle of the 
English law, that, where any doubt existed, the prisoner should 
have the benefit; but if an appeal from the verdict of a jury 
Were established, that principle would be swept away, and juries, 

wing that their decision might be reversed, would be apt to 
return a verdict according to the preponderance of the evidence. 
On the other hand, did Mr. M‘Mahon mean that in cases of 
acquittal there should be an appeal from the verdict of the 
jury? That was a principle which he would resist to the 
utmdst of his power. 

Mr, Barrow supported the second reading, on the ground 

in cases where only property was concerned there was an 
appeal from the decision of the jury, and it was absurd that 
there should be none in cases where life and liberty were in- 


Mr. Bowyer said, that all the arguments used by Mr. Fitz- 
gerald = this Bill were formerly urged against allowing 
counsel for the prisoner to be heard in cases of felony. Yet the 
measure had worked satisfactorily, and there was every reason to 

that this Bill would be equally successful. The right 
existed in civil cases, and surely where a man’s life 

* was at stake that right ought to be conceded. In the 
tase of Mr. Barber they had an exemplification of the neces. 








sity of enabling a prisoner to have his sentence reviewed by a 
higher tribunal than that which had convicted him. Sir F. 
Pollock had by his intervention saved several innocent men 
from’ public execution. Surely in these instances the review 
of the verdicts of the juries would have been desirable... But 
without dwelling upon particular cases, he insisted that the 
sentence of a criminal court should be subject to the revision 
of some superior tribunal. The principle on which this Bill 
proceeded had been recognised by the highest authorities as the 
saluberrime remedium appellationis, and he should cordially 
support it. 

Mr. Cross believed that some parts of this measure needed 
amendment, but that was no reason for rejecting its principle. 
No doubt one great end to be sought by the criminal law was 
certainty of decision; but then, that certainty should be for 
the right decision; and when they talked of the necessity of an 
example, they ought to take care that they made an example of 
the right man. The delay and expense which had been so 
much spoken of ought not to weigh against the essential points 
—viz. that they should convict the right man, and convict him 
according to law. The same objection might be raised against 
a writ of error; yet he had never heard anybody contend that 
the power of taking up the record to the House of Lords should 
be done away with because such a proceeding caused a delay. 
Why should not the like remedy exist for any other mistake 
made in the course of a criminal trial? At present, it depended 
upon the consent of the judge whether a question of law should 
be reserved or not; but he did not think that such a condition 
ought to be maintained. As to questions of fact, he did not 
see why there should be a distinction kept up between the 
remedy as to a civil right and as to a matter of criminal law. 
There was no ground for apprehending that under this Bill the 
courts would be overwhelmed by applications for new trials, 
because in criminal cases, if the judge were satisfied with the 
decision of the jury, the Court above would not disturb the 
verdict. 

Mr. Jonn Locke thought this Bitl would be of great benefit 
if it did no more than enable counsel, with or without the 
consent of the judge, to bring his decision on points of law 
before a higher court. If this measure passed, another advan- 
tage would be, that, instead of the present irregular and extra- 
judicial system of appealing to the Home Office for redress 
against improper sentences, the decision of the judge or the 
verdict of the jury could be fairly reviewed by the judges sit- 
ting in Westminster Hall. 

Mr. W. Mizxs believed that this measure would do away 
with the right of trial by jury, because jurymen were judges 
merely ag, to the facts, and an appeal from their verdict was 
proposed to be given. From his experience of quarter sessions 
he could state that the proceedings there usually took place in 
the presence of a considerable array of counsel; and, when a 
sentence was complained of, the notes of the trial, as well as 
the representations of the friends of the prisoner, were _sub- 
mitted to the Home Secretary, whose decisions, after carefully 
examining the whole of the case, elicited general satisfaction. 
An appeal upon points of law was entirely unobjectionable; 
but if the right were extended to matters of fact, the effect 
would be most mischievous. Every pettifogging attorney in the 
country would try to upset the verdicts of juries, and there 
would be no end to the new business imposed upon the judges. 
He moved as an amendment that the Bill be read a second time 
that day six months. 

Mr. Evans inquired whether the Bill was intended to apply 
to cases of acquittal as well as of conviction? 

Mr. Rogsvck said, that where a man’s interests were con- 
cerned, he could carry his case to the highest court in the land 
—the House of Lords; but where a man’s life was concerned, 
the law declared that the case should be tried only once. It 
was said that this Bill would destroy trial by jury, because that 
trial was now final. He denied that the verdict of a jury was 
final when it underwent review, not by the Secretary of State, 
but by the secretary of the Secretary of State. Justice was 
not justice unless the people believed it to be so. Opposition 
similar to that now raised to this Bill, and in some respects on 
precisely the same grounds, was made to the proposals'to allow 
prisoners to give sworn evidence in their favour and to be heard 
by counsel; but both these measures had worked with great 
advantage. He hoped that the House would assent to the 
second*reading of this Bill. 

Mr. BLAKEMORE thought that the objection of Mr. Miles was 
fatal to the principle of this Bill, and he should, therefore, vote 
against the second reading. At the same time our criminal 
practice required improvement. No man ought to be tried for 
his life before a single judge, who had no opportunity of con- 
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sulting another, as was generally the case in Wales. He hoped 
that this Bill would be withdrawn, and that in any future 
measure there would be a provision to remedy this evil. 

Mr. Lowe was unwilling that the criminal should absorb all 
the compassion of the House. Some regard ought to 
be shown for the public. Now, any one who carefully 
considered the mcde of administering criminal justice in this 
country would see that our great tenderness to the pri- 
soner led us to provide him with every possible loop- 
hole of escape, often to the great injury of society, by allowing a 
great many guilty to escape. Including the examinations be- 
fore the magistrates and grand jury, and the appeal to the 
Home Secretary, every prisoner might have at least four trials. 
He also agreed with the member for Surrey that if this power 
of appeal was given to the man who could pay for it, it must 
also be given at the expense of the country to those who had 
no money. lor these reasons he regretted that the Home 
Secretary had consented to the second reading of the Bill, aud 
he hoped that the Government would reconsider that decision. 

Mr. De Vere denied that the existing precautions against 
the possibility of mistakes in criminal trials were suflicient. 


This Bill would be no greater infraction of the principle of 


trial by jury than was the existing appeal to the Secretary of 
State. For these reasons, and considering that the punishment 
of death still disfigured our penal code, be should give his sup- 
port to this measure. 

Mr. W. Ewart said, that in all countries except Great 
Britain, including the United States, this right of new trial 
existed. He objected to the appeal to the Home Secretary, be- 
cause it was not open to the test of publicity, and he should 
certainly support the Bill before the House. 

Mr. bricur said, that the first part of the speech of Mr. Lowe 
seemed to mean that criminals were not entitled to much sym- 
pathy, and that the provisions of this Bill would give a great 
deal too much trouble on their account; while the second part 
was an insinuation that one of the objects of the Bill was to 
give employment to lawyers. He did not at all believe that that 
was the case. He had had under his own notice a great number 
of cases in which there was the strongest reason to believe that 
persons had been convicted and punished, who.if there had been 
an opportunity of reviewing their convictions, would have been 
proved to be innocent. It was said that the Home Office was a 
court of review, but could anything be worse than such a court? 
It might act well in the case of « person convicted in London, 
with friends upon the spot; but what opportunity of appeal was 
given toa man convicted in the north of Scotland or the west 
of Ireland, and without friends in London? He did not see 
how any man who had ever filled the office of Home Secretary 
could object toa Biil like this. Did he fill that office he should 
implore the House, by passing this Bill, to relieve him from a 
portion of that responsibility which, in the present state of the 
law, was thrown upon him. He hoped that the House would 
not be induced by the arguments of the member for Kidder- 
minster to reject a measure so wise, and just as that now 
before it. > + 

Sir J. TRotLore could not support) the amendment of Mr. 
Miles. He could not support ai the details of the Bill, but 
should vote in favour of its secoud residing, in order that the 
defects in the clauses might be reinedied in committee. 

Mr. GiP1n quoted from the report of the Criminal Law Com- 
mission a passage in favour of giving a right to a new trial in 
criminal cases, and coutended that, in the face of such autho- 
rity, the House ought not to reject the duil. ‘Phe recent case of 
the Cormacks in ireland was a strong instince of the necessity 
of adopting some such measure as this. for whether these men 
were innocent or guilty—and since the subject was last under 
discussion in that House circumstances had come to light which 
strongly supported the former opinion—it would have been an 
incaleulable comfort to thousinds of persons if that question 
could have heen investigated by means of « new trial. 

Mr. Apams said, that a practice of some years’ duration had 
led him to believe that a Jill of this kind would be of incal- 
culable advantage. Great care was taken at the Home Uflice; 
but all that could be done there was to graut a pardon, which 
could not restore a man to his place in society. It only showed 
that there was doubt, while an acquittal upon 2 new trial 
would show that the man had before been -convicted upon 
insufficient evidence, and would restore him to his position. 
Last session the House had allowed an appeal from petty ses- 
sions in the most trifling cases; why shonid not a similar appeal 
be given in cases of life and death ? ‘Therefore, although the 
details of the Bill needed some amendment, he should vote for 
its second reading, 

Mr. Hepiey said, though he did not wish to assert that 





under no circumstances should there be an appeal in criminal 
cases, neither was he disposed to affirm, as this Bill did, that in al 
eases 2 man aceused of crime should be tried twice over, 
therefore, thought that the only course open to him was not to 
vote at all. ‘The details of the Bill were so imperfect as ‘to 
convince him that it had not been drawn up with care. Not 
only must every prisoner be tried twice, but as there was no 
limit in the Bill he might be tricd three or four times, and the 
case would only end when one party was tired of appealing to 
the Court of Queen’s Bench. The Home Secretary had been 
spoken of as a kind of court of appeal. He was nothing of 
the sort. What he did was to exercise the privilege of mercy 
on the part of the Crown; and when. members talked of re- 
lieving him from that most painful part of his duty, did they 
mean that in future capital cases were not to be investigated by 
the sovereign, to ascertain whether a pardon ought to be 
granted? While he was willing to give an appeal in criminal 
cases, he was not prepared to say that a man once acquitted 
should be put upon his trial again for the same offence, as the 
Crown possessed means of getting up a case the second time 
which a private person did not. 

Mr. M‘Manon stated, in reply, that the Court of Queen's 
Bench had for the last 200 years possessed the power of grant- 
ing a new trial in criminal cases, but in not a single instance 
throughout that long period had it ordered a man charged with 
a criminal offence, when once acquitted, to be tried again, How- 
ever, if any doubt existed upon that point, it might easily be 
removed in committee. 

Mr. Spooner was not disinclined to grant an appeal in 
criminal cases, but could not support the second reading; he 
should, therefore, not vote at all. 

The House then divided, when there voted,— 

For the second reading fay ma wee 145 
Againstit ... bac one ay ees, ae 
Majority oa bet mae PA 

At the suggestion of the Attorney-General, 

Mr. M‘Mauon consented not to proceed further with the Bill 
in the present session, but hoped that the Government would 
enable him to bring it forward at an early period next year. 

Mr. Rornuck thought the Home Secretary himself’ should 
undertake to introduce a Bill on this subject next session. 

Mr. WALPOLE could not assume that responsibility. 

The House then divided on the question that the Bill be 
committed, when there voted,— 

Ayes ... wwe ae vas ap coe) 129 
Noes .., oh ati isa 6 oss 112 
Majority “5% ki 6 av vee ee lT 

Mr. M‘Manon then fixed the committee on the Bill for that 
day three weeks. 

Thursday, July 8. 
CALENDARS OF WILLS. 

Mr. Apams asked the Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment what progress had been made in printing the calen- 
dars of wills in the principal and district registries, in com- 
pliance with the provisions of the Acts 20 & 21 Vict. c. 77, s. 67, 
and c. 79, s. 72. 

Mr. WALPOLE said, the information did not Ife within bis 
own knowledge, but he had already applied for it. 


CoMPENSATION TO PrRocTroRS AND OFFICERS OF THE 
EccLesiasticaL Courts. 

Mr. Ifaprreipasked the Judge- Advocate-General whetherhe 
could give a general estimate of the sums claimed or awarded for 
compensation under the. Probate Acts (England and Ireland) 
of 1857:—Ist. To proctors; 2nd, to the ecclesiastical judges, 
the registrars, and other officers entitled; 3rd, the probable 
anount of fees or other charges that would be payable in the 
Probate Court, and would go to the reduction of the compens® 
tions; 4th, the amounts saved by employing persons whos 
offices had been abolished in any new or other offices under 
said Probate Acts, and the probable amount to be allowed to 
each class under the said Acts (exclusive of the compensation 
that might be claimed under the Divoree Act); and whether he 
would lay the particulars of the said claims and grants before 
Parliament this session, or at what other time, and the p 
amount that would be ultimately granted under the said Acts, 
distinguishing the several classes, panticularized, 

Mr. Mowaray said, he was ready to afford such explanation 
as he could, The Chancellor of the Exchequer, upon the 26th 
of March, speaking on a single estimate framed hy the cl 


the Treasury, had stated that the possible charge might ® 


£250,000. Subsequent to that statement a commission 
been appointed to inquire into the eubject, and that 
mission commenced its labours on the 19th of April, 





SSS SSERS TA SBERSELSER ESBS] 


Me ee ARS 





eo eK os SS TOS SPF oOeBeo ae co oH EE ti 


“oft Ue 


by teeter ange 


“Fork 10, 1888. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


751 











‘to the present moment, they had investigated the claims 


of 87 London firms, amounting in the whole to £29,647, or 
giving an average of £801. There were the claims of 44 more 
to be investigated, and taking the same average their claims 
would amount to £35,244, giving a total of £64,891. From 
calculations made, however, at Doctors’-commons it appeared 


‘probable that the amount would only reach £53,000. Then, 


with regard to country proctors, there appeared in the Law 
List about 120 persons, many of them being in partnership, 
and 35 claims had been investigated, and found to amount 
to £8847, giving an average of £252. Upon the same average, 
calculating that there were 60 claims more, which would 
amount to £15,120, the gross total would be £23,967. As 
regarded Ireland, the probable amount would be £15,000. 
Then, as regarded the judges, chancellors, archdeacons, 
registrars, clerks, apparitors, and other officers, 300 forms had 
been issued, and 236 claims had been received. The income 
of the claimants amounted to £51,387. The compensation 
according to the scale allowed would be £389,782; but that 
might be reduced upon further investigation. As regarded 
clerical surrogates, the claims received amounted to £206; 
the incomes of the claimants amounted to £5800; and the com- 

sation would probably be £4000, or, say, even £2000 more. 
The estimate for the London proctors was £60,000; country 
proctors, £40,000; clerical surrogates, managing clerks, &c., 
£76,000; making together a total of £176,000. He was not 
able to give a perfect estimate at the present moment. All he 
could state was, that the claims received from the London proc- 
tors amounted to £29,647; from the English country proc- 
tors, £8847; Irish ditto, £1000; judges, &c., £39,782; sur- 
rogates, £4000. These figures made the total sum absolutely 
and formally claimed, but subject to some further reduction, 
£83,276. With regard to the question as to the probable 
amount of fees or other charges that would be payable in the 
Probate Court, and would go to the reduction of these compen- 
sations, a return from the Inland Revenue Department showed 
that a sum of £28,000 had been paid in stamp duties during 


the six months since the Probate Act came into operation. If 


this was a fair average, the amount receivable in this form 
would be £56,000 per annum. With respect to the fourth 
question, Sir ©. Cresswell had informed him that he had had to 
appoint forty district registrars, above thirty of whom had held 
offices which were abolished, and had a claim to the new regis- 
try. In the principal registry three old registrars had resigned, 
and three new ones were appointed. All the clerks in the 
Prerogative Office had likewise been transferred to the new 


_tegistry by the Lord Chancellor, in compliance with the Pro- 


bate Act. Sir C. Cresswell had also authorised him to say, that 
ifthe hon. member would move for returns, the fullest expla- 
nation would be afforded as to the appointments made under 
the new Act. 

Mr, HaprizLp asked whether the figures adduced included 
Mr. Moore’s claim. 

Mr. Mowsray was understood to reply in the affirmative. 


Pare a ee 
Births, Marriages, and Beaths. 


BIRTHS. 
eo July 7, at Blackheath, the wife of George Dawes, Esq., of a 


LOPES -On June 30, at Efford-manor, near Plymouth, the wife of Henry 
8, Esq., Barrister- at-Law, of a daughter. 

TRAILL—On July 4, at Beechmont, Sevenoaks, the wife of James Christie 

Traill, Esq., of the "Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 
MARRIAGES, 

ROTHERY—MURAOUR—On July 2, at the district church of St. Peter, 
Islington, by the Rev. K..N. Brandon, Robert Cadogan Rother y, Esq., of 
8 mare, Westminster, to 5. Laure Muraour, only daughter of the 
late P. N. Muraour, of Paris. 

WESTON—DAKEYNE—On July 7. at East Bridgeford church, Notts, 
by the Rev. John Clifton, William Weston, second son cf Ambrose W eston, 

of Lincoln’ s-inn,. Barrister-at-Law, to Mary Isabelle, younger 
daughter of the late Henry Charles Dakeyne, Esq. 
DEATHS. 


_ COOKE—On July 6, at Brockton-court, Shropshire, Martha Ann, wife of 


~ Il. Cooke, Esq., of the Inner Temple and Wimpole-street, 


CUTLER On July 2, At 9 Queen’s-gardens, Hyde-park, Frederick Cutler, 


: ea: late of Furnival’s-inn, in the 60th year of his age. 


ING—On July 6, at Castle-terrace, Kentish -town, Lucy Gunning, 

wife of Thomas W yatt Gunning, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, aged 39. 
OLDERSHAW—On July 1, at Margate, Sydney Louis, the infant son of R. 
Oldershaw, Esq,, of 74 Warwick-square, Belgrave-roud, aged 


8 ; 
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Ss 
ins Enclarmed Stock in the Bank of, England. 


‘ore standing in the following Names will le 
to _ Parties claiming the sche, uniess other Claimants 


ILM: Josten, Gent., Leytonstone, —— £450 Consols,— 
by Joun Reap, sole executor of W. J, Boway 












Jounston, Jonn ALEXANDER, Gent., Hampstead, Middlesex, and WiILtiam 
Henry YALLor, a Minor, Bedford-row, £21 New Three per Cents.- 
Claimed by Jon ALEXANDER JoaNSTON, the survivor. 

Kaicut, Priscitia, Widow, Chelmstord, £800 47. per Cents.—Claimed by 
Joun CANDLER, one of her executers. 

MurszEtt, Rev. James Pauzirro, Leicester, and Joun RaprorD, Esq., Winch- 
more-hill. Middlesex, £48 : 17 : 0 Reduced.—Ciaimed by James Paiuirro 
MursExt and Jonn Raprorp. 

Piscorr, Ropert JAmMeEs, Gent., Wargrave, Berks, £503 : 4: 7 Consels.— 
Claimed by Magia Piccottr, Widow, the administratrix. 

ScHOLEFIELD, WILLIAM, Merchant, Birmingham, £2566 Consols.—Claimed 
by WILLIAM ScHOLEFIELD. 

Venn, Jonn, Esq., Payhembury, Devon, £114: 10:9 New Three yer 
per Cents.—Claimed by CLEMENT VENN, the surviving executor. 

WHITELOCKE, JOHN, Esq., Butcombe-court, near Bristol, £5200 New ad. 10s. 
per Cents.—Claimed by Mania Wurre.ocxe, Spinster, the surviving 


executor, 
<$— 


Heirs at Law and Wert of Kin. 
Advertised for in the London Gazette and elsewhere during the Week. 

East, Tuomas, who died abroad in March, 1858. To apply to the Solicitor 
of the Treasury, Whitehall. 

Fietpine, Mary, Spinster, Over Darwen, Lancashire (who died on June 9, 
1852). Fielding v. Hollis.. Last Day for Proof, Aug. 3, for her next of 
kin; and for the children, legitimate or illegitimate, or their issue, of 
Isabella Duckworth, the sister of Mary Fielding ; and for the children, 
or issue of deceased children of Joseph Fielding, late of Stanhill, within 
Oswaldtwistle, Lancashire, Weaver; or of Sarah Smalley, late of Black- 
burn, Lancashire; or of Ellen Holden, late of Stanhill; or of Annas 
Sharples, late of Blackburn: or of Betty Crawshaw, late of Stanhill 
(brother and sisters of Mary Fielding) living at the time of the death of 
Mary Fielding ; and the personal representatives of such of the said chil- 
dren, or issue of children, as are dead; at office of District Registrar of 
the Court of Chancery of the county palatine of Lancaster, 6 Camden- 
pl, Preston. 

Hares, James, Solicitor, Ingress-abbey, Greenhithe, Kent, formerly an 
Alderman of the city of London (who died on June 12, 1853). To apply 
to William Hinckes, Esq., Solicitor, 37 Basinghall-street. 

YARNOLD, CATHARINE, Widow, late of 16 Triangle, Southampton-sireet, 
Camberwell, whose maiden name was Howes, and who died on Feb. 5, 
1858. To apply to the Solicitor of the Treasury, Whitehall. 


——~—— 
SAoney Market. 


Crry, Friday Evening. 

The settlement in Consols yesterday was accomplished with- 
out. any remarkable difficulty.. The quantity of stock for 
delivery was large, and a decline of } per cent. ensued, which 
has not been recovered to-day. The closing money price of 
Consols this afternoon is 953 to 95} per cent., being } per cent. 
better than this day week; but the improvement which occurred 
on Tuesday and Wednesday has not been maintained. Money 
is plentiful om the Stock Exchange at from 2 to 23 
per cent. The demand for gold for exportation continues on a 
large scale. Very little business has lately been done in the 
Indian loan, but the price remains steady at about 994 per 
cent, 

From the Bank of England return for the week ending the 
7th inst., it appears that the amount of notes in circulation is 
£20,537,770, being an increase of £113,015; and the stock of 
bullion in both dep: urtments is £17,408,657, showing a decrease 
of £529,790 when compared with the previous return. 

The monthly account of the Bank of France made up to 
yesterday has been received. Compared with the previous 
month, it shows an increase in the notes in circulation amount- 
ing to £1,895,600. And in bills discounted, the amount of 
comparative increase is £1,761,480. These features of the 
account certainly indicate increasing activity iu trade. The 
amount of bullion in stock has increased abouts £700,000, 

The variation in the price of railway shares has been con- 
siderable, and, although the advance made early in the week 
has not been fully maintained, there is material improvement 
since last week. - The traffic on several lines of railway shows 
an increase. If the additional activity remarked in some of 
the manufacturing districts be established, of course increased 


traflic on railways will be the result of it. 
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English Funds. 








Eneiisn Fonps. Sat. Mon. | Tues. | Wed. | Thur. | Fri. 
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Bank Stock ....... see] 222 |222 203/222 204] 221 2 | 220% 2) 222 
3 per Cent. Red. Ann... 954 % | 958 3 $ | 96 5$ (95% | 


98 
3 Cent. Con: a4 oe 
New 3 per Cent. Ann...| 955 § mai oof et 
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India Stock..........00] ee oe 221 oe 219 
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Per Cent .....e00.0| -- | 100F 1, 101f] .. | .. | 1013 
Railway Stock. 
RalLways. Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed. | Thur. | Fri. 
Birk. Lan. & Ch. Junc..| .. ith of sae | ¢ ae 
— Exeter ....| 89 } 88 ee oo 
ledonian...... 723 | 72h 4 |75 4 5} rij 2973 3 4/744 5 
Chester and Holyhead... 33 ¥e 33} i ae 
East Anglian .......... ee eo oe 16: ae 
Eastern Counties ......|59} 9 $59} 3 3] 603) Gog! Gog | 60's 
Eastern Union A. Stock.| .. a es aot oe 
Ditto B. Stock ....| .. ee oe ° 1. Se eo 
East Lancashire ...... ee ve ° ° ie 92 
Edinburgh and Glasgow| .. os ar ° os oo 
Edin. Perth, and Dundee} .. ee oo ee 244 <b 
Glasgow & South-Westn.| .. * pea ¥% me 
Great Northern ...... 963 7, 96) 73) 987 983 989] 99 
Ditto A. Stock ....) 79 79 Le b.. 77 | 7748 
Ditto B. Stock ....} .. 130 129 130 129) . 
at South & West. (Ire.)| .. -, a aleak” ee Zs 
reat Western ........ 503 504 50} 1 493 49% 50 
PP ae ew gS G. Stk. aj : oe } ei: ee ” rd é 4 
neashire & Yorkshire|88% 9} [89 4 % 1) 91 908/90, 90: 
poe eee ae mt of as 04 90 ea) 107$ ti : oboe 
vorth-Wstrn..|883 9 8 89$/8 8 
London & South-Westrn.| 914 | 91% 2 |92% 4 3 “le af "ag $ ‘ee 
Man. Sheft. & Lincoln. ni | » forty? 3H ose onload” 
pabewpas sicidee } 094 91 4/913 J 914 91191 
pas Birm. & Derby é #3 ‘3 ' hy ry 4 
BE seins on the Be 59 -» 1608 59% 
North British ........ “45h 53 - 48 $7})484 § 8) 474 7 | 472 8 
North-Eastern (Brwek.)| 89} 904/914 4 I}91 91 90}| 903 
Disto Lest .-... that ne , “it ” ? 64} 45 | 453 4 
EE inewsence 594 8 70 j 71 714 703/704 1 
North London ........ } oe Bo 97 64 ae + x lied ¢ 
ae, Tare. -& Wi olver.| .. 28 ad ‘ ee ae 
ntral ..... ee ar oe 109 109 1093 9 
Scot. N.E. Aberdeen Stic.| it: ist oe a . 4 “ 
Do. Scotsh. Mid. Stk.) .. on eo oe ee 
Shropshire Union ...... er 424 3 os “43 ma o> 
psa “pate R6b sin cbs ueli es F se oz “a ne 
th-Eastern . wef 66 655 | 664% 74/67 67 ie 
South Wales ........ ool 184 9 a . ' ig é i ee 
Vale of Neath ...... gS ee 54. -- | 97h 88) .. “a 
' 
Aer ervey eaeee 


Estate Crchange Report, 


(For the week ending June 30, 1858.) 
At GAarBawayY's.—By Mr. Mumretv. 
Freehold Plot of Building Land, Benhill-road, Sutton, Surrey, frontage, 125 
feet.—Sold for £90. 
Freehold Plot 4 Building Land adjoining the above, frontage, 151 feet.— 
Sold for £14 
be THE Mant.—By Messrs. Woopmaw & Son. 
Copyhold, the Corner-hall Tannery, Hemel Hempstead, Herts; bark mill, 
y+  aaaiaa sheds, family residence, meadow, cottage, &c,—Sold for 


At Garnaway's.—By Mr. Rosert Rei. 


Leasehold Residences, Nos. 40 and 41, Western-villas, Blomfield-road, 
Maida-hill West ; term, 834 years from Midsummer, 1858; ground-rent, 


£10; let at £145 per annum.—Sold for £1225. 
Freehold 


Ground-rent of £10: 10: tei cy upon Nos. 12 and 
13, Westmoreland-place, City-road.—Sold for £280 





Freehold Ground-rent of £6 : 6 : 0 per annum, secured on No. 25, Westmore- 
land place.—Sold for £140. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £25 : 4: 0 per annum, secured on Nos, 105, 106, 
107, and 108, Britannia-street, City-road road. Sold for £940. 


AT TE= Martr.—By Messrs. Norton, Hoccart, & Trist.—June 24, 


Freehold Ground-rent of #:5 : 15 : 0 per annum, arising from No. 8, Grove- 
end-road, St. John’s-wood.—Sold for £580. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £10 per annum, arising from Ho. 15, Blenheim. 
road East.—-Sold for £290. 

Freehold Ground-rents of £45 : 10: 0 per annum, arising ‘<n 8 houses, 
York-place, High-street.—Sold for £1260. 

Freehold Ground-rents of £22 : 7 : 6 per annum, arising from Nos. 47, 48, 
49, and 50, hrane-terrace.—Sold for £630. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £30 per annum, arising from Nos. 36 to 41, Coch- 
rane-terrace.—Sold for £820. 

Freehold Ground-rents of £26 per annum, arising from Nos. 22 to 27, 
Douro-cottages, Dear’s-road.— Sold for £730. 

Two Freehold Ground-rents of £16 : 16:0 each per annum, none from 11 
and 12, and 9 and 10, Wellington-road.—Sold for £500 each 

Freehold Ground-rents of £16 : 8 : 0 per annum, arising from Nos, 5 and 6, 
Wellington-road.—Sold for £480. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £16: 16:0 per annum, arising from 3 and 4, Wel- 
lington-road.—Sold for £490. 

Freehold Ground-rents of £18 : 1: 0 per annum, arising from 1 and 2, Wel- 
lington-road.—Sold for £600. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £150 per annum, arising from the Clergy Orphan 
School, St. John’s Wood-road; area upwards of 64 acres.—Sold for 
£5800. 


Freehold Ground-rent of £150 per annum, arising from ‘ Lord’s Cricket 
Ground,” and Nos. 31, 32, and 33, St. John’s-wood-road (nearly 8 acres), 
Sold for £5910. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £20 per annum, arising from Nos. 27 and 28, 
St. John’s-wood-road.—Sold for £760. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £15: 17: 4 per annum, arising from “ Clunbury 
Lodge,” Elm-tree-road.—Sold for £510. 

Freehold Ground-rents of £21 per annum, arising from Nos. 19 and 20, 
Elm-tree-road.—Sold for £630. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £10: 10:0 per —, arising from ‘ Aucula 

ge,” No. 22, Elm-tree-road.—Sold for £310 

Freehold Ground-rent of £12: 12: 0 per annum, arising from “ Ivy Cot- 
tage,” No. 9, Elm-tree-road.—Sold for £350. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £15 : 15 : 0 per annum, arising from Nos.7 and 8, 
Elm-tree-road.—Sold for £440. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £19 : 19: 0 per annum, arising from Nos. 5 and 6, 
Elm-tree-road.—Sold for £550. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £21 per annum, arising from Nos. 3 and 4, Elm- 
tree-road.—Sold for £560. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £51 : 9 : 0 per annum, arising from Nos. 1 and 2, 
Elm-tree-road, and stabling adjoining.—Sold for £1370. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £31 : 10: 0 per annum, arising from Nos. 9 and 
10, Grove-end-road, No. 23, Elm-tree-road, and “ Elm Cottage,” Elm- 
tree-road.—Sold for £940. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £52: 10: 0per annum, arising from No. 11, 
Grove-end-road.—Sold for £1520. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £42 per annum, arising from No. 17, Grove-end- 
road.— Sold for £1280, 

Freehold Ground-rent of £47: 10:0 per annum, arising from No. 20, 
Grove-end-road.—Sold for £1420, 

Freehold Ground-rent of £10 : 10 : 0 per annum, arising from No. 4, Blen- 
heim-place, Grove-end-road.—Sold for £310. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £10 per annum, arising from Nos. 1 and 2, Wel- 
lington-terrace.—Sold for £330. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £16 per annum, arising from Nos. 3, 4, 5, and 6, 
Wellington-terrace.—Sold for £470. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £15: 10: © per annum, arising from Nos. 9 and 
10, Wellington-terrace.—Sold for £440. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £12 per annum, arising from No. 11, Wellington- 
terrace, and stabling.—Sold for £340. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £14 per annum, arising from No. 14, Wellington- 
terrace.—Sold for £420. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £10 per annum, arising from No. 15, Wellington- 
road.—Sold for £290. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £10 per annum, arising from No. 16, Wellington- 
road.—Sold for £310. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £10 per annum, arising from No. 17, Wellington- 
road.—Sold for £300. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £10 per annum, arising from No. 18, Wellington- 
road.—Sold for £310. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £10 per annum, arising from No. 19, Wellington- 
road.—Sold for £320, 

Freehold Ground-rent of £10 per annum, arising from No. 20, Wellington- 
road.—Sold for £330, 

June 25.-—Second Day's Sale. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £10: 10: 0 per annum, arising from No. 9, Cit- 

cus-road, St. John’s-wood.—Sold for £300. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £11 : 12: 0 per annum, arising from No. 8, Cireus- 
road.—Sold for £340, 

Freehold Ground-rent of £18 per annum, arising from No. 10, Cavendish- 
road.—Sold for £530. 
Freehold Ground-rent of £20 per annum, arising from No. 12, Cavendish- 
road.—Sold for £580. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £17 : 17: 6 per annum, arising frem No. 14, Ca- 
vendish-road.—-Sold for £520, 

Freehold Ground-rent of £10 per annum, arising from No. 18, Cavendish- 
road.— Sold for £300, 

Freehold Ground-rent of £20 per annum, arising from Nos. 1 and 2, Wel- 
lington-place,—Sold for £580, 

— en. of £10 per annum, arising from No, 9, Cavendish- 

— ior 

Freehold Ground-rent of £25 per annum, Mising from No. 7, Cayendish- 
road.—Sold for £770. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £16 per annum, arising from Lascelles Lodge, No- 
6, Cireus-road.—Sold for 

Freehold Ground-rent of £15: 4:0 per annam, arising from No. 5, 
Circus- .—Bold for £430, 

Two Freehold Ground-rests of £10 : 10:0 ronesh anmne, arising from 
Nos, 30 and 29, Wellington- or £920 each ; 
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Freehold yee ha of £12 per annum, arising from No. 28, Wellington- 
terrace.—Sold for £360. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £21 per annum, arising from Nos. 26 and 27, 
Wellington-terrace.—Sold for £630. 

old Ground-rent of £14 per annum, arising from No. 25, Wellington- 

os. —Sold for £410. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £12: 5: 0 per annum, arising from No. 13, 
Circus-road.—Sold for £360. 

Freehold pee oa -rent of £15 per annum, arising from No. 15, Circus-road. 
—Sold for £450. 

Freehold Plot of Land, Cottage, Stabling, &c., No. 3, Lennard-place, Circus- 
road.—Sold for £850. 

Freehold Ground-rent of = per annum, arising from Nos. 1 and 2, Len- 
nard-place.—Sold for 

Freehold Ground-rent of veil : 10: 0 per annum, arising from Nos. 18 and 
19, Circus-road.—Sold for £340. 

Ground-rent of £20 per annum, arising from No. 22, Wellington- 

road.—Sold for £560. 

Freehold Ground-rents of £20 per annum, arising from Nos. 26 and 27, 
W -road,—Sold for £600. 

Freehold Ground-rents of £21 : 18 : 0 per annum, arising from Nos. 28 and 
30, Wellington-road.—Sold for £640. 

Freehold Ground-rents of £20 per annum, arising from Nos. 31 and 32, 
W -road.—Sold for £600. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £10 per annum, arising from No. 9, Portland- 

, Circus-road.—Sold for £290. 

Freehold Ground-rents of £20 per annum, arising from Nos. 7 and 8, Port- 
land-place, Circus-road.—Sold for £580. 

Freehold ye neni ae of £30 per ‘annum, arising from Nos. 4, 5, and 6, 
Portland-place, Circus-road.—Sold for £870 

Freehold Ground-rents of £35 per annum, arising from Nos. 1, 2, and 3, 
Portland-place, Circus-road.—Sold for £1040. 


By Mr. E. Fox. 

Freehold Villa Residence, Yiewsley Lodge, West Drayton, Middlesex, with 

out-buildings, cottage, &c., about 2 acres.—Sold for £860. 
By Joun Dawson & Son. 

Freehold, Norbiton nem Norbiton-road, Kingston-on-Thames, Surrey ; 
with stable, meadow, &c., altogether 2a.—Sold for £1400. 

Freehold, Norbiton House and Grounds, Kingston, Surrey ; let at £90 per 
annum.—Sold for £1200. 

Freehold Stable, yard and premises adjoining; let at £15 per annum.— 
Sold for £270. 

Freehold Garden; let at £4 per annum.—Sold for £140. 

eae oy Garden, tenement, and premises, ‘‘Chapel Hill Garden.”—Sold 
for 

Freehold Dwelling House, with shop, Clarence-street ; 
annum.—Sold for £500, 

Freehold Dwelling House with shop, Thames-street; let at £25 per annum. 
-- Sold for £430. 

Freehold Shop or Warehouse, “ The Library,” The Market-place, with de- 
tached printing office ; let at £80 per annum.—Sold for £1200. 

Ten £50 shares in the Kingston Gas Company.—Sold for £47 : 10: 0 per share. 

One £100 share in the “Sun” Inn, Kingston.—Sold for £55. 


By Mr. W. F. Hammonp. 

Leasehold House, No. 4, Leonard-place, Keston, near Bromley, Kent ; 
term, 78 years from 12th April last ; ground-rent, £1 : 15: 0 per annum ; 
estimated value, £16 per annum.—Sold for £182. 

Leasehold, Nos. 14 and 15, Earl-street, Finsbury-square; term, 64 years 
eos June 24th, 1858; ground-rent, £7 ; let at £54 per annum.—Sold for 


let at £32 per 


By Messrs. Hewrrr and Humperr. 

Freehold and Copyhold Estate, Frensham, near Farnham, Surrey ; Squir- 
rel’s and Green Cross Farms, with extensive allotments on Churt and 
Hindhead Commons; Two Farm Residences, out-buildings, &c., in all 
about 260a.; estimated value, £130 per annum.—Sold for £3000 


vt GARRAWAY’s.—By Mr. Battey. 
Leasehold, Three Deolling Houses, Nos. 94, 95, and 96, Paul-street, Fins- 
bury-square ; term, 62 years from Christmas last ; ground- rent, £39 per 
annum ; let at £104 per annum.—Sold for £305. 


By Mr. Humpureys. 
Freehold Houses, Nos. 7 and 8, Twister's-alley, Bunhill-row; 
at £12 per annum.—Sold for £250 
Freehold Ground-rent, £48 per annum, arising from Nos. 13 and 14, High- 
_ bireet, Islington. —— for £1320, 
ises, No. 32, Edgeware-road ; term, 14 years from 
4 last ; parwva rent, £5; let at £42 per annum. — Sold for 


let on lease 





Leasehold Ground-rents, amounting to £25: 4: 0 per annum, secured on 
Nos. 39, 40, and 41, Nutford-place, Bryanstone-square; term, 43 years 
from Lady-day last.—Sold for £405. 

At THE Mart.—By Messrs. Humpareys & Ropinson. 

Leasehold Residence, No. 10, Wint-terrace, Manchester-road, Cubitt’s New 
Tewn, Poplar; term, 95 years from Christmas, 1853; ground-rent, 
£231: 8; estimated value, £32 per annum. —Sold for £195. 

Leasehot, ok, Nos, 12 and 13, Wint-terrace ; same term and grovnd-rent.— 


naan Houses, Nos. 54 and 56, Stanhope-street, Deptford; term, 70 
years from Sept. 29,1849; ground-rent, £2: 16:0; let at £23 3 8 2:0 
per annum.—Sold for £1 115. 

By Messrs. WINSTANLEY. 

Copyhold, Two Ground-rents, amounting to £16: 16: 0 per annum, 
try Ba Nos. 1, 2, 3, and 4, Cottage-place, Kentish-town-road.— 

yom Two ae oats Me. land 2, Great Green-street; let at £51 per 

Caphold Cottage, No. 1, Pleasant-row; let at £30 per annum.—Sold for 

hold Cottage, No. 2, Pleasant-row; let at £26 per annum.—Sold for 
Cottage, No. 3, Pleasant-row ; let at £26 per annum.—Sold for 


Cottage, No, 4, Pleasant-row ; let at £26 per annum,—Sold for 


- 





Copyhold Cottage, No. 5, Pleasant-row ; let at £24 per annum.—Sold for 
Copyhold Ground-rent, £5 : 5: 0 per annum; secured on No. 6, Pleasant- 
row.—Sold for £21. 


Copyhold Ground- rent, £9 per annum; secured on Hurdsfield and Greville 
; also stabling in the rear. —Sold for £430. 
yhold Ground-rents, £820 per annum ; arising from Nos. 1, 2, and 3, 
reat Green-street ; and 1, 2, and 3, W: esleyan-place. —Sold for £385. 
Copyhold House and Shop, Great Green- -street, corner of Wesleyan-place ; 
let at £63 per annum.—Sold for £1255. 


By Messrs. Dantet Suitu, Son, & DABLEY. 
Freehold, The “* Waterlands,” or Doggett’s ee Green-street, near 
Shenley-hall, Herts, Farm-house, building, » and I2la. Or. 8p. 
pasture and arable lands.—Sold for £5000. ’ 


At Garraway’s.—By Mr. Taprin. 
Leasehold Residence, No. 33, Hawley-road, Kentish-town ; term, 85 years 
from Christmas, 1845. Ground-rent, £6: 6:0; let at £26 per annum* 
—Sold for £165. 


Ar GaRRaway’s.—By Messrs. FAREBROTHER, CLARK, & Lrg. 

Freehold, Banister’s-court, Millbrook, Southampton; mansion, coach- 
house, stabling, pleasure-grounds, "walled kitchen gardens, cottages, 
farm-house, homestead, &c., in all about 89a. 3r. 6p.—Sold to Sir Edward 
Hulse for £15,750. 

Leasehold, St. Martin’s, Salop ; farm-house, known as the Mitre Tenement, 
outbuildings, cottage, &c., and 69a. Or. 23p. land ; let at £103 : 1 : 6 per 
annum ; held from April 14, 1846, duriug three lives, the ages respec- 
tively 33, 16, and 12 years, at a yearly rent of £5.—Sold for £1100. 

Leasehold, The Gresford Estate, Denbigh, North Wales; parish church, 
parsonage, farms, tenements, lands, &c., in all 328a. 2r. 35p.; estimated 
net rental, £2595: 16:7; term, 28 years from June, 1851. —Sold for 
£27,500. 

Freehold Dairy Farm, East Downton, near Red Lynch, Wilts; farm-house, 
buildings, and 43a. 3r. 20p. meadow, pasture, and wood land ; let at £30 
per annum.—Sold for £1800. 

Freehold Plot of Arable Land, Warminster-green, la. Or. 26p.; let at £3 
per annum.—Sold for £95. 

Freehold Plot of Arable Land adjoining the above, 3a. Ir. 29p.; let at £7 
per annum.—Sold for £245. 


By Messrs. Fretp & Farraret, 

Leasehold Residences, Nos. 47, 48, and 49, Munster-square ; term, 65 years 
from January, 1858 ; ground-rents, £21; let at £105 per annum.—Sold 
for £790. 

AT THE Mart.—By Messrs. WINSTANLEY. 

Freehold Ground-rent, £6 per annum, arising from No. 2, Brunswick- 
place, Ball’s-pond-road, Islington.—Sold for £140. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £12 per annum, secured on Nos. 5 and 6, Bruns- 
wick-place.—Sold for £300. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £12 per annum, secured on Nos. 7 and 8, Bruns- 
wick-place.—Seld for £300. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £12 per annum, secured on Nos. 26 and 27, 
Brunswick-place.—Sold for £300. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £10 per annum, secured on “ The Duke of Wel- 
ay ” Public-house, Elizabeth-place, and 4 houses in the rear.—Sold 
for £270. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £20 per annum, arising from Nos. 3, 4, 5, and 6, 
Middleton-place, Culford-road.—Sold for £470. 

Freehold Ground-rents of £12 per annum, arising from Nos. 1 to 7, Oloran- 
place.—Sold for £270. 

Freehold Ground-rents of £15 per annum, arising from Nos. 1 to 11, 
Boleyn-place.—Sold for £365. 

Freehold Ground-rents of £30 per annum, arising from Nos. 1 to 16, Arun- 
del-terrace.—Sold for £690. 

Freehold Ground-rents of £16 per annum, arising from 2 houses with shops, 
Port Royal-place, and 2 private houses in the rear.—Sold for £360. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £6 per annum, secured on the “ Army and 
Navy” Public-house, and Nos. 1, 2, and 3, Prince Edward-street, also 
Nos. 2 to 5, St. Matthias-road.—Sold for £170. 

Freehold Ground-rents of £25 per annum, secured on Nos. 1 to 12, Nor- 
folk-place, and Nos. 1 to 10, Suffolk-place.—Sold for £580. 

Freehold Ground-rents of £22: 10 : 0 per annum, secured on Nos. 4 to 8, 
Prince Edward-street, house corner of Suffolk-place, and Nos. 1 to 16, 
Mill’s-buildings.—Sold for £520. 

Freehold Ground-rents of £7 per annum, arising from the “ Henry the 
Eighth ” Public-house, and Nos. 14 to 19, King Henry-street, also Nos. 
2 to 5, Arundel-street, &c.—Sold for £215. 

Freehold Ground-rents of £10: 10:0 per annum, secured on Nos. 29 to 
35, King Henry-street.—Sold for £250. 

Freehold Ground-rents of £17 per annum, secured upon Nos. 12 to “20, 
King Henry-st., “ The Cardinal Wolsey,” eleven houses adjoining, &c.— 
Sold for £400. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £15 per annum, secured upon Nos. 27 to 30, 
Tuilerie-street, Hackney-road.—Sold for £355. 

Freehold Plot of Land, Tuilerie-street, 75 feet frontage.—Sold for £900. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £8: 8:0 per annum, secured upon Nos. 4, 5, 
and 6, Tuilerie-place.—Sold - an 

— Ground-rent of £18 : 11: 0 per annum, secured upon Nos. f to 

6, Mortimer-place, Whtimere-seat, Hoxton.—Sold for £400. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £63 : 16: 0 per — secured upon Nos. 12 
to 21, Canal-road, Hoxton.—Sold for £140. 

By Messrs, Cutwnock & GALsworrTay. 

Building Land at Wimbledon-park, sold in numerous Lots, to the extent of 
£7500, averaging £480 per acre, with the timber thereon at a valuation. 

Melrose-hall, Putney-heath, the seat of the late Duke of Sutherland, with 
87 acres of land.—Bought in at £28,000. 

Freehold House and Shop, 5, High-street, Kensington; let at £48 per 
annum.,~-Sold for £1265 per annum. 

~~ and Shop, King-street, Hammersmith ; let at £20,—Sold 

Freehold Detached Villa, situate at Hampton Wick, known as Grosmont- 
house ; let at £109 per annum.—Sold for £1330. 

Freehold Estate of Littlebrook, near Dartford, Kent, comprising a farm of 
383 acres, with dwelling-honse and farm-b trad from the 

Peery ae to = River Thames.—Soid for 

near the town and railway station of Dartford, 47. 2r ; 
let at £60 per annwm,—Sold for £1700. - 
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London Gasettes. 


Wem Member of Parliament. 
Fray, July 9, 1858. 
County or, CornwaLi.— Western Division—John Saint Aubyn, Esq., 6 
Stratford- pl., London, vice Michael Williams, Esq., deceased. 


Commissioner to administer @aths tn Chancery. 
Faway, July 9, 1858. 
peace wm caicsiaad MatrHew Mitts, aoe 26 Charles-st., St. James’s- 


8q.—July 7 
Bankrupts. 
Turspay, July 6, 1858. 

BROWNLOW, Witutam, Grocer, New Basford, Notts. Com. Balguy: 
July 20 and Aug. 10, at 10.30; Shire- eatin Nottingham. Off. Ass. Harris. 
Sot. Sykes, Nottingham. Pet. July 3. 

CARR, Epwanrp, Draper, Birmingham. Com. Balguy: July 17 and Aug. 
7, at 11.30; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. James & Knight, 
Birmingham. Pet. July 3. 

CURNO, Pair, Wheelwright, 17 Russell-st., Plymouth. Com. Bere: July 
23 and Aug. 12, at 1; Atheneum, Plymouth. Of. Ass. Hirtzel. Sol. 
Gidley, Plymouth ; or Stogdon, Exeter. Pet. July 5. 

GREENFIELD, James Home, known as Hume Greenfield, Ship Owner, 
21 te ges Hampstead, lately carrying on business under style of Harwich 

Steam Packet Company. Com. Fane: July 16, at 12.30; and Aug. 20, 
at 1.30; Basinghall-st. Of. - Whitmore. Soils. Linklaters & Hack- 
wood, 7 Walbrook. Pet. July 2. 

MENETREY, Joun, Manufacturer of Fancy Soaps and Perfumery, Liver- 
pool. Com. Perry : July 16 and Aug. 13, at 11; Liverpool. Og. Ass. 
Turner. Sol. Chilton, Liverpool. Pet. July 3. 

TUCKER, Witu1aM Owen, Builder, Lea- “pridge- -road, Essex. Com. Fane : 
July 16 and Aug. 20, at 1; Basinghall-st. Og. Ass. Whitmore. Soils. 
Lawrance. Plews, and Boyer, 14 Old Jewry-chambers. Pet. July 2. 

WILSON, Henry, Grocer, Pontefract. Com. West: July 22 and Aug. 27, 
at 11; Commercial-bidgs., Leeds. Of. Ass. Young. Sols. Lawrence, 
Smith, & —- 12 Bread-st., Cheapside ; or Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 
Pet. June 24 

Woop, JosEPH, Whitesmith, Bradford, Com. Ayrton: July 27, at 11.30; 
and Aug. 27, at 11; Commercial- -bldgs., Leeds. Off. Ass. Hope. Sols. 
Taylor, Bradford ; or Blackburn & Son, Leeds. Pet. July 2. 


Friway, July 9, 1858. 

NUTT, Georce Jerrries, Grocer, Derby. Com. Balguy: July 22 and Aug. 
10, at 10.30 ; shine hall, Nottingham. Of. Ass. Harris. Sol. Pickering, 
Derby. Pet. July 

RILEY, Ramspen Cotott & Riley), Engraver, Halifax. Com. Ayrton: July 
20, at 11.30; and Aug. 20, at 11; Commereial-bldgs. +» Leeds. Off. Ass. 
Hope. Sols. Stocks & F¥anklin, Halifax; or Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 
Pet. July 6. 

SKEEN, Atrrgep, & Arcurpatp Freeman, Timber Brokers, 75 Old Broad- 
st. Com. Goulburn: July 19, at 11.30; and Aug. 23, at 1; Basinghall- 
st. Of. Ass. Nicholson. Sol. Shepheard, 24 Moorgate- st. ” Pet. July 6. 


MEETINGS. 
Tugspay, July 6. 1858. 
ARMSTRONG, BENJAMIN, Ironmonger, Sunderland. Last Ex. (by adj. from 
— 21), July 19, at 12; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. 
ison. 


Barnes, Joun, Builder, Dorchester. Aud. Accts. & Prf. of Dbts. July 19, 
at 11; and Div. July 30, at 11; Queen-st., Exeter. Com. Bere. 
Banton, Grorce, & Joun Bawtox CM. Barton & Co.), Copper. Roller 
facturers, Manchester ; J. Barton lately carrying on business as a 
Calico Printer with William "Nelson Wilson. Further Div. July 28, at 12; 
Manchester. Com. Jemmett. 
BEAGLE, James, Upholsterer, 89 Bridge-rd., Lambeth. Div. July 28, at 2; 
hall-st. Com. Goulburn. 
Bissop, MatruEw Epwin, & Epwarp Suepparp Gissinc, Wholesale 
Stationers, 76 Cannon-st. West. Div. July 28, at 11; Basinghall-st. 
Com. Goulburn. 
Bamwomay, Curgisrorser Vickxy. Scrivener, Tavistock. Aud. Accts. & 
Prf. ly Meta duly 19, at ll; and Div. July 30, at 14; Queen-st., Exeter. 





Baooke, Witt1am ScHoLsrtetp, Woollen Merchant, Crosland Moor, Al- 
mondbury, Yorkshire. Div. July 29, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. 
Com. West. 

Brown, Joseru, Leather Seller, Weymouth. Aud. Accts. & Prf. Dots. July 
19, at 11; and Div. July 30, at 11; Queen-st., Exeter. Com. Bere. 

CoorpLanD, ‘Wuaiam, Corn Miller, Topcliffe, Yorkshire. Div. July 29, at 
11; Commercial-bidgs., Leeds. Com. West. 

Darstey, JOHN Smita, & Joun Rye, Bankers, Manchester, lately in co- 
partnership with Wintiam Ricuarp Ravenscrort, under firm of Daintry, 
Ryle, & Co.: J. Ryle also carrying on the business of a Banker, at Mac- 
clesfield. Further Div. joint est. of J.S. Daintry & J. Ryle, and sep. 
est. of J. Ryle, July 29, at 12; Manchester. Com. Skirrow. 

Dit0x, Reem lronmonger, Bye-st., Hereford. Choice of Ass. July 23, at 
11; Birmingham. Com. Balguy. 

PAE Rosert, Dyer, Halifax. 
bldgs.; Leeds. Com. West. 

Eccves, * JOSEPH, Epwarp Eccies, & Avexanper Eccurs (Eccles & Co.), 
Cotton Brokers, Liverpool. Prf. of Dits, on joint est. and on est. of E. 
Eccles & A. Eccles, and on sep. ests. of each, July 23, at 11; Liverpool. 

Com. Perry. 

Fisaer, Rovent, Builder, Exeter. Div. July 30, at 11; Queen-st., Exeter. 

Com. Bere. 


Div. July 29, at 11; Commercial- 


Goprrex, Josepu Bunor, Coach Maker, Taunton. Div. July 30, at 11; 
Queen-st., Exeter. Com. Bere. 
GRIBBELL, Iticmanp, & Richarp Luscomsr, Wholesale Grocers, Tavistock. 
Aud. Accts. & Prf. of Dbts, July 19, at 11; and Div. July 30, at 11; 
co ceatya tommeuag aes Bere ‘ae i 
ABDING, VERNON, mm r, Live ye July 30, at 11; Liver- 
fons: Perry. jonger, Tpoo! y , 
Hanais, Josern, & Wuttam Harnis, Chemical Manufacturers, Bolton, 
Fg Dio. July a8, st 12; Manchester. Com. Skirrow. 
EORGE, vener, Lyme Aud. Acts, & Dots. 
July 19, at 11; Queen-st., Exeter. pm ag oy Py. 
Kinapon, mas, Cyder Merchant, Netherexe, Devon. Div. July 30, 
at il; ‘Quest, Exeter. Com. Bere. 








Moonuovse, James, Innkeeper, Skipton, Yorkshire, Div. July 29, at 11; 
Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. . West 


Owen, Joun, & JouNn > 9g ply Bankers, Worcester (Farley, Mi 
vender, Owen, & Gutch). Div. July 29, at 11.30; Birmingham. 
Balguy. 

PeARD, Joun, Draper, Bridestowe, Devon. — Accts. & Prf. of Dbis,' 
July 19, at 11; Queen-st., Exeter. Com. 

POWLESLAND, Géorce, Dealer in Seeds, tacoih® ey Aud. Accts. & Prf, 
of Dots. July 19, at 11; and Div. July 30, at ul; Queen-st., Exeter. Com. 


Bere. 

RicKarD, Jose, Draper, Boscastle, Cornwall. Aud. Acct. & Prf. of Dots. 
July 19, at 11; Queen-st., Exeter. Com. Bere 

RoBexts, "JOuN, "Tailor, Taunton. —< ‘Accts. & Prf. of Dots. July 19, 
at 11; Queen-st., Exeter. Com. Bere. 

Samira, SAMUEL, Woollen Re wedding Batley Carr, Dewsbury, Yorkshire, 
Div. July 29, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Com. West. 

STARKEY, BENJAMIN, * Woollen Cord Manufacturer, Sheepridge, Hudders- 
field. Div. July 29, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Com. West. 
be Rosert, Iron Ore Merchant, Stoke Gabriel, ri Aud. Accs, 

& Prf. Dots. July 15, at 11; Queen-st., Exeter. Com. Be 
TayLor, THOMAS, Earthenware Dealer, Halifax. Div. uly 29, ‘at 11; Com- 
mercial-bidgs., Leeds. Com. West. 
Watkin, W1iLL1aM, Miller, Brompton eed Churchstoke, Salop. Div. July 
29, at 11.30; Birmingham. Com. Balgu 
Witks, Joun, Butcher, Whitby. Div. Jay. 29, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., 
Leeds. Com. West. 


Fripay, July 9, 1858. 

Bate, Witt1aMm, Baker, Oxford-rd., Manchester. Second Div. Aug. 2, at 
12; Manchester. Com. Jemmett. 

BULL, Tuomas, Grocer and Linen Draper, Hambledon, Southampton. Div. 
July 31, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. 

Brown, MATTHEW, & Joun Brown, (M. Brown & Co.), Woolsta) 
Bradford. Div. sep. est. of each, Aug. 3, at 11; Commercial-bid 

Leeds. Com. Ayrton. 

Burcon, Taomas, Merchant, Walbrook-bldgs. Div. July 30, at 11.30; Ba- 
singhall-st. Com. Fane. 

Crane, Henry, Ironfounder, Wolverhampton. Div. Aug. 2, at 10; Bir- 
mingham. Com. Balguy. 

Farnan, Samvugt, Indigo and Colonial Broker, Mincing-lane. Aug. 2, 
at 11; Basinghall-st. For ,the purpose of deciding upon an offer of 
composition, made by Frank Farnan, the bankrupt’s father, and agreed 
to be accepted at a meeting held on July 5. 

Fraser, WittiaM, Cabinet Maker, Leeds. First Div. Aug. 3, at 11; Com- 
mercial-bidgs., Leeds. Com. Ayrton. 

FRESHWATER, JAMES (J. Freshwater & Co.), Tea Dealer, 44 Poultry. Div. 
July 30, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. 

GomBERT, CuaR_zs, Milliner, 30 Duke-st., Manchester-sq. Last Ex. (by 
adjt. from June 30) July 21, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 
Hanson, Josuva, & James Hanson, Woollen Spinners, Huddersfield. Div. 
sep. est. J. Hanson, Aug. 3, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Com. 

Ayrton. 

winaner, Tomas, Wine and Spirit Merchant, North Shields. Last Ex. 
July 22, at 11.30; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. Ellison. 

Leac, SrerHen, Shipwright, Liverpool. Div. July 30, at 11; Liverpool. 
Com. Perry. 

Lowe, ais Provision Dealer, West-st., Oldham. Div. Aug. 2, at 12; 
Manchester. Com. Jemmett. 

Perry, Henny Wrt1iam, Builder, Exmouth, Devon. Aud. Accts. & Prf. 
Dots. July 19, at 11; and Div. July 30, at Il; Queen-st., Exeter. Com. 
Bere, 

RICKARD, Jose, Draper, Boscastle, Cornwall. Div. July 30, at 11; Queen- 
st., Exeter. Com. Be 

Roserts, Jonn, Tailor, Taunton. Div. July 30, at 11; 
Com. Bere. 

Rotts, Atrrep, Umbrella & Parasol Manufacturer, 44 Ludgate-hill, in 
partnership with Henry Williams (Williams & Rolls). Div. Aug. 3, at 
1; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. 

Rose, SaMvuEL, & Rosert Witty Ross, Drapers, Honiton (Rose & Son). 
Div. July 30, at 11; Queen-st., Exeter. Com. Bere. 

Senior, Witt1am THomas, Fellmonger, Horbury-bridge. Div. Aug. 3, at 
11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Com. Ayrton. 

Snaw, James, Cloth Merchant, Huddersfield. Div. Aug. 3, at 11; Com- 
mercial-bldgs., Leeds. Com. Ayrton. 

Trecetias, Josian, Draper, St. Agnes, Cornwall. Div. July 30, at 11; 
Queen-st., Exeter. Com. Bere. 

Woop, Jonn Braeartey, & Watrer Tarrans, Merchants, Liverpool. 
Prf. of Dots. sep. est. of J, B. Wood, July 20, at 12; Liverpool. Com. 
Perry. 

Wricutr, Grorce Tuomas, Tea Dealer, Huddersfield. Div. Aug. 3, at 11; 
Commercial-bldgs., Leeds, Com. Ayrton. 


DIVIDENDS. 
Tuespay, July 6, 1858. 

Barrers, Geonae, Stock Share Broker and Share Dealer, 26 Throgmorton- 
st. First, 2s. 6$d. Whitmore, 2 Basinghall-st.; any Wednesday, 11 
to 3. 

Bieein, —? > Hewry Biecin, & Paut Smira, Saw Manufacturers, 
Sheffield. First, 1s. 10d. joint est.; first, 1s. ld. sep. est. P. Smith; 
and first, 34d. sep. est. H. Biggin. Brewin, 11 St. James’s-st., Sheffield ; 
any Tuesday, 11 to 2. 

Marks, Joun, Coach Maker, Bell-st., Paddington, and Long Acre, and Vic- 
toria-st. North, Melbourne, ‘Australia. First, 1s. 6d. Whitmore, 2 Ba- 
singhall-st.; any Wednesday, 11 to 3. 

Oak, Witt1am Coventry, & Cuartes Hastines Snow, Blandford 
Forum, Dorset. First, 3s. Hdwards, 22 Basinghall-st.; July 7, and 
three subsequent Wednesdays, Il to 2. 

Pots, Epwanp, Tea Dealer, Reading. First, 5s. Whitmore, 2 Basinghall- 
st.; any Wednesday, 11 to 3. 

Ricnes, Cuartes Hunry, Carrier, Cardiff. Div, 2s. 6d, Miller, 19 St. 
Augustine’s-parade, Bristol; any Wednesday, 11 to 1. 

Spiart, Sacar Houpen, Ship Store Dealer, LivéPpool. Div. 59d. on acet. 
of First Div. of 5s. for ereditors who have proved since declaration of 
first div. Turner, 53 South John-st., Liverpool ; any Wednesday, 11 to 2. 

Stuart & Kennert, Tailors, Cork-st., Burlington-gardens. 26. Lees 
20 Aldermanbury ; July 7 and een) WwW "es ll to ws 

Sykes, Henry, An Sheffield. smile 
Second on now roo offs. 6h Brewin, 1} St James sty 
any Tuesday, 11 to 2. 


Queen-st., Exeter. 
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“TooMan, a ., Heyry, & James Evens Tucan, Provision Merchants, 

ipo Tower-st. First, 1d. joint est., and First, 1s. 14d. sep. est. C. 
an. Whitmore, 2 Basinghall-st. ; any Wednesday, 11 to 3. 
mi1aM, & JoHN TyLer, Millers, King’s Bromley, Staffordshire. 

“hi 3s. Kinnear, 37 Waterloo-st., Birmingham; any Thursday, 11 


to 3. 

WADDINGTON, Epwarp, Draper, Preston, First, 1s. 11d. 
George-st., Manchester; any Tuesday, 11 to 1. 

"Fripay, July 9, 1858. 

Bear, Geouce, Butcher, Sudbury. First, 1s. 64d. Stansfeld, 10 Basinghall- 
st.; any Tuesday, 11 to 2. 

Brown, Jonn Hunter, Rope Manufacturer, Sunderland. Second, 34d. (in 
addition to 119d. previously declared). Baker, Royal-arcade, Neweastle- 
upon-Tyne ; any Saturday, 10 to 3. 

Bust, a yi, & James Bunt, jun., Menchee, and Witu1am Lorrie Wat- 
SON, , Commission Agents; at Manchester (Burts, Watson, & Co.), 

and at Leeds pl Watson, & bart). Fourth, ia. Fraser, 45 George- 

st., Manchester ; any Tuesday, 11 to 1. 

acto, Wess? Ship Chandler, North Shields. Second, 6d. (in addi- 
tion to 5s. previously declared). . Baker, Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne; any Saturday, 19 to 3. 

LawRance, EsenezeR, Builder, New Detect, Herts. Second, 43d. Stans- 
Jed, 10 Basinghall-st. ; any Thursday, 11 to 2. 

Les, Roseet, Currier, Cromford, jit tag First, lld. Harris, Middle- 
pavement, ‘Nottingham ; July 12, or three following Mondays, 1i to 3. 

anew, James, & RichaRD Epwix Buspy, Lime Merchants, Manchester. 

Second Div. 2s. 3d., sep, est. J. Meadows. Pott, 76 George-st., Manches- 

ter; any Tuesday, ik to 1. 

Pace, Lina. Boot and ae Mannfacturer, 31 Baker-st., mere 

0 Basinghall-st.; any Thursday, | 

REeDFERN, ¥, Plamber, Nottingham. First, 3s. 4d. ‘arr, ‘tliadle- 
pavement, Nottingham; July 12, or three following Mondays, 11 to 3. 

Ruopes, Samugt, & Joun s, Cotton Manufacturers, Tintwistle, 
Cheshire. First, 7s. 64d., and First, Qa. p. mr of J. Armstrong. Pott, 
16 George-st., Manchester ; any Tuesday, 

Waitaker, Jonn, Cotton Manufacturer, isriage ‘ind, near Newchurch, 
el Second, $d. Pott, 76 George-st., Manchester; any Tuesday, 

to 

Waatams, Ricuarp, Tailor, Liverpool. First, 8$d. Zurner, 53 South 

John-st., Liverpool; any Wednesday, 11 to 2. 
CERTIFICATES. 
fo be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
Turspay, July 6, 1858 

Croxxsnaw, Joun, & WiLtiAM CRonxsitaw, Manufacturers, Edenfield, 
Lancashire. July 29, at 11; Manchester. 

—. WItLiaM UNDERHILL, Baker, Pensnett, Kingswinford. 


Fraser, 45 


Aug. 6, at 
alge mea Farmer, Grandborough, Warwickshire. Aug. 6, at 10; 
Birmingham. 


Farivar, July 9, 1858. 
Coven, James, Woolstapler, Bradford and Birkenshaw. Aug. 9, at 12; 
Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. 
CooPLAND, WILLAM, Corn Miller, Topcliffe, Yorkshire. July 30, at 11; 
Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. 
Dove, Tomas, Chemist and Druggist, Clay = North Wingfield, Derby- 
shire. July 31, at 10; Council-hall, Sheffield 
JAMES, & Josern Extiorr LAWLEDGE, Calico Printers, 3 Little 
r-iane, and of Phipps-bridge, bene Surrey ; on applon. of J, E. 
Lawledge. July 30, at 1.30; Basinghall-st 


, JAcoB, Commission Merchant, 10 Devonshire-st. Aug 2, 
at 11.30; hall-st. 
= Josern, Tailor, Ruabon, Denbighshire. July 30, at 11; Live ~— 
mmr Fai Innkeeper, Skipton, Yorkshire. July 30, at ll; 
mercial- “> Leeds. 

) CHARLES, Woolstaper, Heckmondwike, Yorkshire. July 30,at 11 ; 
Commercial-bldgs. .» Leeds. 

, CHRISTOPHER, Spirit Fo agate Catterick, Yorkshire. July 30, at 


nh; ‘Commercia- bidgs., Leeds. 
SuirH, AvID, Corn Factor, Sheffield. July 31, at 10; 
_ ? y 


SPrincatt, Joun Rovxcr, Engineer, 19 h-st., Bow. 
Basinghall-st. 7 ~~ 
Starkey, BANJAMIN, Woollen Cord Manufacturer, Sheepridge, near Hud- 
id. July 30, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. 
Tiomas, Tuomas Purers, Auctioneer and Mining Share Dealer, 2 Crown- 
¢t., Threadneedle-st, Rie aaa , at 12,30; Basinghall-st. 
Wrace, James, Glass Manufacturer, Barnsley. 


Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. 
To be DELIVERED, unless ry 4 apa 
AY, July 6, 1858 
Burr, ghey Licensed Victualler, 11 Prinees-st., St. Mary, Lambeth. June 


aon JAMES, Hardwareman, High-st., Blue Town, Sheerness, also lately 
of the Still Tavern, Ba mare, Portsmouth. June 30, 3rd class. 
Castatt, WILLIAM, Ship's ler, 4 Goldsworthy-terr., Lower-rd., Ro- 
therhithe. June 30, 2nd class. 
Fetron, Witttam, Licensed Victualler, Headley Arms, Warley-common, 
Great Warley, Essex. June 29, 3rd class. 
Roperr moan tan , "Hartlepool. June 30, 3rd class, subject 


until Dec. 
prong 9 & = nen JonEs, Tallow Chandlers, 15 High-st., Isling- 
sag Arnall 58 King William-st. June 24, 3rd class, to 
suspended for 6 mos. from Feb. 9. 
wine may ta en Carnarvon, June 30, 2nd class, subject 
ano, Guantse Henny, Corn Merchant, 73 Tothill-st., Westminster. 


=e class, 
im) ell Seedsman, Monson Nursery, North-st., Red-hill, 


Council-hall, 
Ang. 3, at 1; 


Aug. 9, at 11; 


1 te. Tune 2 dd clas 
and 50 sabe aa 


Danist, Builder, 19 Buckland-crescent, Belsize, St. John's-wood, 
's-gardens, auigtee 3 June 25, 2nd class. 

Merchant, 40 Seething-lane (trading in co-partner- 
na Tondorph) 98 present a prisoner in the Queen’s Bench, 


2, liommanger, Walthamstow. July 1, 2nd class. 


Yoxat, Witu1am, Saddler, Ashton-under-Lyne. June 29, Ist class. 
Fatoay, July 9, 1858. 

Barry, Joun, Milliner, 26 Milsom-st., Bath. July 5, lst class. 

Barton, Bexsamin, Grocer, Wortley, Leeds. July 5, 3rd class. 

Feeney, JAMES, Ship Store Dealer, Liverpool. May 31, 2nd class. 
Jackson, Perer, & James Vatsstene, Brace, Belt, and Garter os 
facturers, 76 Aldermanbury. July 6, 2nd class; to P. Jackson, #% be 
suspended for G mos. ; and 3rd class, to J. V aissiere, to be suspended for 
12 mos. 

Waicut, Georcs Tuomas, Tea Dealer, Huddersfield. July 5, 3rd class; 
subject to a suspension of | calendar mo. 


Protessiongl Partnerships Dissolbev. 

Faipay, July 9, 1858. 
Brownine, Epwarp, & Georck CHaRLEs RicHARDs, ‘aasleies Solicitors, 
and Conveyancers, Redditch, Worcestershire; by mutual consent. 
June 30. 
Burcuett, James Rosexrt, jun., and Geonee Burcuert, Proctors, 9 Great 
Knight Rider-street, Doctors’-commons; by mutual consent. July 7. 
Debts received and paid by J. R. Burchett, jun., who will carry on the 
business on his own account. 
Wittett, Joun Satreen, Tuomas Poynrer, & CHartes Dynexey, Proc- 
tors aad Notaries, Paul’s Bakehouse-ct., Doctors’-commons ; by mutual 
consent, as regards C. Dyneley. Mar. 25. 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Turspay, July 6, 1858. 

Canzi, Luiet ANTONIO (not CaUzt, as advertised in last Friday’s Gazette), 

Optician, 60 Bute-st. Cardiff. June 15. Trustees, J. Imray, Chart Pub- 

lisher, 89 Minories ; W. Wilson, Instrument Maker, 3 Shaftesbury-ter., 

Grove-rd., Mile-end. Sol. Morris, 6 Old Jewry. 

Cook, Wittr1am, Innkeeper, New-inn, Longford, Gloucester, June 23. 

Trustees, H. K. Whithorn, Wine Merchant, Gloucester ; J. B. Hanman, 

Grocer, Gloucester. Sol. Lovegrove, Barton-st., Gloucester. 

Crorts, Francis, Cordwainer, Louth, Lincolnshire. June 26. Trustees, 
J. Chadwick, Tanner, York ; J. M. Knowles, Currier, Boston, Lincoln- 
shire. Creditors to execute on or before Aug. 26. Sols. Ingoldby & Bell, 
Town-hall, Louth. 

FEATHERSTONE, JosEPH, Licensed Victualler, Dolphin public-house, 44 Red 
Lion-st., Holborn. July 2. Zrustee, C. Bartram, Gent., Park-st. South- 
wark. Sols. Marson, Dadley, & Marson, 1 Anchor-ter., Bridge-st., 
Southwark. 

Moors, Joun, Saddler and Harness Maker, Laan Notts. June ll. 
Trustees, L. Bradley, Yeoman, Cromwell, Notts ; Marrison, Builder, 
Tuxford. Creditors to execute before Sept. 11. ry Smith, Cariton- 
upon-Trent, Notts. 

SHEARD, Bensamun Sptver,Corn Dealer, Huddersfield, & James SHearp,Corn 
Miller, Spring-bank, Dalton, Kirkheaton. May 7. Trustees, G.W. Harrison ; 
W. Nelstrop. Creditors who have not already executed are requested, 
on or before July 14, to forward to J. Wainwright, George-st., Wakefield, 
the particulars of their claims, and within that time to execute the deed, 
otherwise they will be excluded from a dividend of 3s., already declared, 
and a final dividend about to be declared. Sol. Wainwright, George- 


st., Wakefield. 
’ Frupay, July 9, 1858. 

Botren, Joun, Grocer, Yoxford, Suffolk. June21. Trustees, C. J. Challis, 
Wholesale Draper, Norwich ; H. Freeman, Wholesale Grocer, Norwich, 
Sols. Miller, Son, & Bugg, Norwich. 

Hats, Wit114m, Fringe and Tassel Manufacturer, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
June 19. Trustee, A. Gillespie, Accountant, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Sols. 
Brown & Son, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

HELLARD, Rosert, Ironmonger, Taunton, Somerset. June 12. Trustees, 
J. Howard, Agricultural Implement Maker, Bedford; R, Colman, Iron- 
founder, Chelmsford; J. Savery, Ironfounder, Taunton. Creditors to 
execute on or before Sept. 12. Sol. Easton, Hammet-st., Taunton. 

Hopexrnson, Epwarp, Grocer, 2 New Market-pl., Southgate-rd., De Beau- 
voir-town, Middlesex. June 24. Trustee, P. Scotland, Tea Dealer, Lea- 
denhall-st. Sol. Goddard, 101 Wood-st., Cheapside. 

Park, Isaac, Framework Knitter, Codnor, Derbyshire. June22. Zrus- 
tees, A. Greaves, Druggist, Ironville ; T. Clarke, Victualler, Codnor. Soi. 
Jessop, Alfreton. 

WotrinDEN, THomas, Victualler, Plymouth. June 26. Trustees, J. Hard- 
ing, Wine & Spirit Merchant, Exeter ; 8. Sanders, Coach Builder, Totnes, 

Devon. Creditors to execute before Aug. 27. Sol. Presswell, Totnes. 

Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
TurspaY, July 6, 1858. 

Horwoop, Henry Sexseantson, Wesleyan Minister, Nottingham (who died 
on November 19, 1831). Hopwood v. Huxstable (not Hepund v. Huxs 
talle, as advertised in last Friday’s Gazette), M.R. Last Day for for Proof, 
July 26. 

PortER, JOHN, Farmer, late of Waddesden, Bucks, afterwards of Chetwode, 
Bucks (who died in Aug., 1854). Freeman v. Parrott, V. C. Stuart. 
Last Day for Prof, July 30. 

Frinay, July 9, 1858. 

BamForD, CaARLES, Kingston-upon-Hull (who died in Jan., 1868). Bam- 
ford, jun. v. Barkworth, V. C. Stuart. Last Day for Proof, July 31. 

Linden, Northumberland (who died in 

Day 


Day 
District-Registrar of Court of Chancery, county 
6 Camden-pl., Preston. 
Merry, Joun, Victualler, Derby (who died in my 1853). Re Merry’s 
Estate, Merry v. Merry, Vv. C. Wood. Sor "Proof, July 31. 
NeaLg, WiILLiaM Henry, Gent., 91 Albany-rd., berwell (who died on 
Nov. 14, 1856). Re Neale’s estate, Neale v. Neale, V. C. Wood. Last 
Day for’ Proof, July 26. 
Roserts, Hues, Farmer, Ynys, Rhuddian, a PV died on Dee. 1, 
Re Roberts’ estate, Davies v. Edwards, V. C. Stuart. Last Day 
Sor Proof, Aug. 5. 
ei Wu.ttaM, Gent., Sale, —-_ (who died on Mar. 3, 1858). 
Taylor v. Roebuck, V. C. Wood. Last Day for Proof, July 27. 
Sranpisu, Cmargtes Epwarp, Lieut. of Her Majesty’s (Ship 
stationed at Rio de Janeiro (who died in Oct., 1853). Stecks e. Barre, 
V. C. Wood. Last Day for , July 28. 
THackwray, Mary, Widow, Low Pannal, Yorkshire (who died 
in June, 1856), Crighton v. Thackwray, V. C. Wood. ast Day for 








Sn Pomgr Cumberland, June 30, 3rd class, 


Prog’, July 29. 
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Trevittion, Tuomas, Furniture Dealer, 3 Old-st.-rd. (who died in July, 
1844). Davison v. Trevillion, V.C. Kindersley. Last Day for Progf, July 30. 

— Cuanr.es, Farmer, Little Ryburgh, Norfolk (who ae in Aug., 

1854).. Gurney v. Watson, M. R. Last Day for Proof, Nov. 

Waurre, Tuomas, Gent., Hailsham, Sussex (who died in Feb., i887). Ken- 
nard v. Sinnock, M. R. Last Day for Proof, Aug. 2 

Wi.mor, Witt1aM Racker, Gent., Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, who for- 
merly carried on business as a Builder at Bristol, and died in Nov., 1856). 
Wilmot, Clerk v. Wilmot, V. C. Kindersley. Last Day for Proof, Nov. 3. 

Wynne, Joun, Esq., Garthmeilo, Denbighshire, formerly a Lieutenant and 
Adjutant in Her Majesty’s 23rd Regiment of Welsh Fusiliers, afterwards 
of Hastings, of Boulogne, of St. John’s-wood, of Brighton, of Leaming- 
ton, and now of Moorcroft House, Hillingdon, a person of unsound mind. 
Before the Masters in Lunacy, 45 Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 


EBiinding-uy | of Joint Stock Compantes. 
TuespayY, July 6, 1858. 
UNLIMITED, IN CHANCERY. 

Duvurope Copper Mryinc Company.—The Master of the Rolls orders a 
call of 10s. per share to be made on all the contributories, and that each 
contributory pay same to the Official Manager on or before July 30, at 
his Office, 56 King William-st. 

Lonpon, BIRMINGHAM, AND BUCKINGHAMSHIRE RAILWAY Company.—Master 
Richards pw , on July 12, at 12, at his Chambers, in Southampton- 
bidgs., to make two calls on the contributories settled on the list, one for 
2931. 3s. each, towards the payment of debts other than those of Messrs. 
Lowndes & Day rell, and on account of costs ; and the other for 1017. Is. 1d. 
each, for discharging the balance due to Messrs. Lowndes & Dayrell, 
after ‘debiting them with the first-mentioned call. 

ROsHERVILLE GARDENS Company.—V. C. Wood will proceed, on July 15, at 
12, at his Chambers, to settle the list of contributories of this Company. 


Limirep, IN BANKRUPTCY. 
NATIONAL Droporizine AND MancreE CoMPANY (LIMITED).—Mr. Com. 
Goulburn has d July 16, at 11, at Basinghall-st., for settling the 
list of contributories. 











Frrpay, July 9, 1858. 
UNLIMITED, IN CHANCERY. 

Birxpeck Lire Assurance Company.—The creditors of this Company are 
required by V.C. Kindersley, to meet before him on July 20, at 12, 
at his Chambers, to appoint a representative or representatives. 

Home Counties AND GENERAL Lire AssuRANCE Company.—V. C. Kin- 
dersley will proceed, on July 26, at 12, at his Chambers, to settle the list 
of Contributories. 

Justice Assurance Society.—V. C. Kindersley purposes, on July 16, at 
12, at his Chambers, to make a further Call of £3 per share on all the 
Contributories. 

Laversepce Iron Company.—The Master of the Rolls will proceed, on 
July 28, at 12, at his Chambers, to settle the lists of Contributories. 

NATIONAL Parent Steam Fvet Company.—V.C. Kindersley will proceed, 
on July 19, at 1, at his Chambers, to settle the list of Contributories. 


Scotch Sequestrations, 
Torspay, July 6, 1858. 

Anperson, GEoRGE Nicott, Grocer, Hilltown, Dundee. July 13, at 2; 
Lamb’: s-hotel, Reform-st., Dundee. Seg. July 3. 

CRoLL, JAMES, Grain Merchant, Mill of Dealnin Dundee, deceased. 
July 14, at 12; British-hotel, Dundee. Seq. July 2. 

Lavcutox, SAMUEL, Tailor, Victoria-st., Kirkwall. July 10, at 1; Sheriff- 
court-room, Kirkwall. Seg. June 28. 

Mopie, Wititam, Paint and Colour Manufacturer, Glasgow; and Alex- 
andria, Dumbartonshire (Mudie & Co.); and Liverpool (Watt & Co.) 
July 12, at 2; Faculty-hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seg. June 30. 

SHEDDEN, WituiaM, & James Morton, Mahogany and Timber oe 
Glasgow. July 9, at 1 ; Faculty-hall, St.George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seg. July 1. 

Fripay, July 9, 1858. 

GALBRAITH, WILLIAM, sometime “Cook and Confectioner, now Wine and 
Spirit Merchant, Glasgow. July 16, at 1; Faculty-hall, St. George’s-pl., 
Glasgow. Seg. July 7. 

M‘Leop, Joun, Auctioneer, Glasgow. 
George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seq. July 2. 

Rusk, Joun, Commission Agent, Howard-ct., Howard-st., Glasgow. July 
14, at 12; Faculty-hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seg. July 6. 

RovuGuH, ARCHIBALD, jun., Colour Merchant, Leith-walk, Edinburgh. July 
= at 12; Stevenson’s Sale-rooms, 4 St. Andrew’s-sq., Edinburgh. Seg. 

v7. 


July 13, at 12; Faculty-hall, St. 








SUSSEX. 
R. WILLIAM TURNER will SELL by 
AUCTION, at GARRAWAY’S COFFEE HOUSE, CHANGE 
ALLEY, CORNHILL, on MONDAY, JULY 26, at TWELVE for;ONE 
precisely, in FOUR LOTS, the following ESTATES :-— 

Lot 1.—A Valuable Estate, the greater portion of which is freehold and 
land-tax redeemed, in the parish of Rotherfield, in the County of Sussex, 
divided into the farms known us the Pinehurst, Stone, and Limney Farms, 
comprising a shooting box and three double cottages, offices, barns, 
stables, lodges, piggeries, large oasthouse, &c., and nearly 340 acres of 
arable, grass, wood, and hop land, lying exceedingly compact ; the Stone 
and Limney farms are in the occupation of Mr. Henry Hopperton, and the 
remainder of the estate isin hand. The estate is distant from Tunbridge 
Wells 7 miles, Lewes 15 miles, London 50 miles, and Wadhurst station on 
the Tuubridge Wells and Hastings branch of the South Eastern Railway, 
about 6 miles. N.B. A line of railway is in contemplation which will pass 
near to or through this estate. 

Lot 2.—Capital Freehold Farm, called Little Broad Reed, situate in the 
parish of Mayfield, in the county of Sussex, containing 55 acres and 7 
—— the greater portiun of which is in the occupation of Mr. William 

ens. 

Lots 2 and 4.—The very valuable Marsh Lands, freehold and Jand-tax 
redeemed, situate at Horse Eye Level, Pevensey, in the county of Sussex, 
containing nearly 32 acres, in the occupation of Mr. George Birch and Mr. 
John Reeves. 

dk ere ve Sega on penne to the respective tenants, 

particulars, conditions of sale, plans, &., may be obtained on 
pone sea to Messrs. Currie and Williams, Solicitors, 32, Lincoln's-inn- 
London; at the Royal Kentish and Sussex Sussex Hotels Tunbridge Wells ; a 

the Crown Hotel, Tunbridge ; the Star Hotels, Lewes and Maidstone ; 
So Auctioneer’s Offices, Bellsew, Frant, Sussex, and 164, wot ors 





BERKS AND OXON. 
THE HOWBERY ESTATE, and other Valuable Properties, situate within the 
Parliamentary Borough of Wallingford, and near to the Wallingford-road 
and Didcot Stations on the Great Western Railway. 


MESsss. FRANKLIN and GALE are instructed 

by the Mortgagees to SELL by AUCTION, at the CORN Ex. 
CHANGE, WALLINGFORD, on WEDNESDAY, the 21st of JULY next, at 
ELEVEN o’clock in the Forenoon, in convenient Lots, the following Valuable 
Properties—viz.— 

The unfinished Mansion of Howbery, with offices, stables, gardens, hot- 
houses, and lodge, standing in a Park of about Eighty Acres of Rich Meadow 
Land, studded with Ornamental Timber, and situate in Crowmarsh Gifford, 
on the banks of the Thames, near Wallingford-bridge. 

Extensive Fisheries in the Thames, with convenient eyotts or islands and 
landing-places in Crowmarsh, Clapcott, Warborough, and Bensington, 

The Manor of Crowmarsh Gifford. 

Three Compact Farms of Corn, Stock, and Meadow Lands, with suitable 
farm-houses and buildings in Crowmarsh and Newnham Murren. A large 
number of Siding broien: bees beer-houses, cottages, gardens, and 
plots of meadow and building land in Crowmarsh and } 

The Advowson of the Rectory of Saint Peter, Wallingford. 

The far-famed site of the Castle of Wallingford, now known as 
Castle Grounds Estate, comprising cottage, homestead, and other Duildinge 
fruit gardens, and about twenty acres of rich meadow land, al 
Ornamental Timber, approached by a Noble Carriage Entrance from the 
High-street, Wallingford, and having extensive frontage to the Oxford. 
road, To any one desirous of building to his own taste the Castle Grounds 
offer a most eligible site for the erection of a family mansion, 
extensive views of the pleasantest parts of Berks and Oxon. 

Numerous dwelling-houses, shops, and other business premises, and gar- 
den ground in Wallingford, formerly part of the family estates of the “4 
eminent judge, Sir William Blackstone. 

Allotments of arable land in St. John’s-field, Wallingford. 


A compact Estate at Mackney, in Brightwell, ee aay house, garden, 
and about twenty-six acres of arable and meadow land 


Several houses, with farm buildings, and about ie acres of land in 
Cholsey. 

A number of cottages and other premises, and several allotments of 
arable and meadow land at North and South Moreton, Berks, and in War- 
borough and Bensington, Oxon. 


Printed Particulars of Sale, with Plans and Conditions, will be ready for 
distribution ten days prior to the day of sale, and may then be had onvap- 
plication to Messrs. Ashurst, Son, and «Morris, Solicitors, 6, Old Jewry, 
London ; Messrs. Hester and Hazel, Solicitors, Oxford ; Messrs. Rawlence and 
Squarey, Land Agents, senery s or to the Auctioneers, at their Offices, 
St. Martin’s-street, Wallingford 








SOWERBY and STAINLAND, near HALIFAX, YORKSHIRE. 


& has be SOLD by AUCTION, pursuant to a Decree 
of the High Court of Chancery, made in a Cause “ HORTON +. 
THOMPSON,” with the approbation of the Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard 
Torin Kindersley, theJudge to whose Court the said Cause is attached, at 
the WHITE LION HOTEL, in HALIFAX, on WEDNESDAY, the 2th 
day of July, 1858, at FOUR o’Clock in the ‘Afternoon, in TEN LOTS, the 
INHERITANCE in FEE SIMPLE in divers VALUABLE FREEHOLD and 
COPYHOLD MESSUAGES, FARMS, LAND, BUILDING arvange and 
PREMISES, late the property of the Rev. Joshua Thomas Horton, situate 

in the townships of Sowerby and Stainland, in the parish of Halifax, York- 
shire, containing upwards of 100 acres (statute measure), in the occupa 
tion of respectable tenants, from year to year. 


SowERBY. 

Lot 1. The Little Moor Farm, containing..........scceeesees 
. The Wellhead Farm, containing coccecetcoves 
. The Cottage and Garden, called Rosemary Behl. .vcccas 
. The Royd’s Farm, containing ............scecccceeees 

. The Town Farm, containing . 
. Common Land, near the State | Delves and Flints Reser- 
voir, con 


eee eee ee eee eee eee Cree eer err rer 


STAINLAND. 
. Farm in the occupation of Mr. William Normanton, with 
plantation in hand, containing ........ssecececeeee 47 11M 
» 8. Red Lion Inn and appurtenances, containing .......... 2u 
. Four cottages, smith’s shop, garden, and close of land.. 


>” 10. Round Field Farm, coni 

The estates are a short distance from Halifax, and 
able farms, and also excellent building land in the teasael te see Le 
gentlemen’s residences, and in and near the towns of Sowerby and Stain- 
cand, near Halifax. 

Printed particulars and conditions of sale may be had (gratis), in Londo, 
of Messrs. Gregory, Gregory, Skirrow, and Roweliffe, Solicitors, No. a! 
Bedford-row ; and, in the country, of Messrs. Parr and Lloyd, 

11, Lord-street, Liverpool; of Mr. Baxter, the Lower Hall, pg 4 
near Halifax; of Mr. Horsfall, land surveyor, Halifax ; of Mr. Carr, 
auctioneer, Halifax ; anda t the White Lion Hotel, Halifax. 

Dated this 21st day of June, 1858. 

FREDC, ERS, EDWARDS, Chief Clerks 
GREGORY, GREGORY, SKIRROW, and ROW' 
1, Bedford-row, London, Agents for PARR and 
Solicitors, ll, Lord-stuaet, Liverpool. 
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BERS’ COPIES CAN BE BOUND ON THE FOLLOWING 


RATE VOLUMES, CLOTH, 2s. 6d. PER VOLUME; HALF CALF, 
‘4s. 6d. PER VOLUME. CLOTH COVERS FOR BINDING CAN BE 
SUPPLIED AT ls. 3d. EACH. THE TWO SENT FREE BY POST 
yor 36 sTAMPS. READING CASES TO HOLD THE NUMBERS 
FOR A YEAR ARE NOW READY, 3s. 6d. EACH.—ORDERS 
70 BE SENT TO THE PUBLISHER. 


We cannot notice any communication unless accompanied by the 
name and address of the writer. 

Advertisements can be received at the Office until six o'clock on 
Friday evening. 

Numerous complaints having been made by gentlemen who have 
either had great difficulty in procuring the Souicitors’ Jour- 
NAL, or to whom it has been supplied very irregularly, we beg to 
inform our readers and the Profession, that it is published at 7 
o'clock on Saturday morning, and may usually be procured by 
the News Agents at that hour.. Our own provincial Subscribers 
are supplied by the morning mails, and the town delivery is com- 

d in the course of the morning. Itis particularly requested, 
therefore, that complaints referring to irregularities of this 
kind may be forwarded to the Publisher, and, in case they should 
continue, he will be happy to forward the Journal direct from 


the Office. 
THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 
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THE COUNTY COURTS. 


We have before us a pamphlet in the form of a letter 
from Mr. Serjt. Jones to the Lord Chancellor, upon 
the case of Furber v. Sturmey, lately decided in the Ex- 
panes, in which the learned Serjeant, as Judge of the 
Clerkenwell County Court, was substantially the defen- 
dant against whom the judgment of the Court was given. 
The indignation of Mr. Serjt. Jones at the treatment 
he had received in Westminster Hall was at first so 

as to cause him to meditate resignation. On fur- 
reflection, however, he determined to content him- 

self with publishing a pamphlet, in which it must be 
owned that he has castigated the adverse judgment, and 
the judges who delivered it, with plentiful and vigorous 
invective. We are very glad that instead of throwing 
in anger an office of honour and emolument, Mr. 

jt. Jones has only deemed it neecssary for his vin- 
dication to expend a moderate sum of money in print- 
ing, paper, and advertisements. And although we think 
the pamphlet might well have been more measured 

in its language, it appears to us to establish a substantial 
grievance ; and this would seem to be also the opinion 
of the Lord Chancellor, since he has introduced into the 
County Court Districts Bill, now pending in the House 
of Commons, a clause intended to provide a remedy. 
The Court of Exchequer in former times was the chief 
temple of the mysteries of special pleading, and on this 
account, perhaps, it has become suspected of viewing with 
peculiar disfavour the rough and ready justice of the 
county courts. Mr. Serjt. Jones, like many others 
concerned in the establishment and the working of these 
tribunals, appears to have formed in his own mind a very 
sufficient estimate of the advantages thus conferred upon 
the human race. We do not in the least desire to ob- 
scure or undervalue the immense improvement thereby 
in our jurisprudence, and whether it be Lord 

ham in a speech or Mr. Serjt. Jones in a letter to 

the Chancellor, who is glorifying himself and his asso- 
Ciates, we are quite willing that he should make the most 
of his opportunity. But we cannot help protesting 

Sgainst the notion, that all Westminster hh l is in a 

Or , with the barons of the Exchequer at the 

head of it, to rob the poor suitor of his hardly won 

county court. Nobody denies, and nobody, we should 

Suppose, x are at what the author of the pamphlet thinks 
fit to call the “envied success” of this attempt to provide 


Serjt. Jones exults, and very naturally, in the wide 
popularity and enormous business of his own Court; 
but he would do well to moderate his transports at 
the supposed decay and proximate extinction of 
the old tribunals, under the all-absorbing com- 
petition of their youthful rivals. We think that 
while sixty county court judges in all parts of 
England are deciding causes with the rapidity used at 
Clerkenwell, the superior courts will not be without 
their use in maintaining the harmony and consistency 
of the common law. Business, says the learned ser- 
jeant, was being drained from Westminster Hall, and 
people began to think that there were more than enough 
judges. e fifteen occupants of the bench, in alarm 
for their places, submitted to Common Law Procedure 
Acts, and thus, as the pamphlet modestly expresses it, 
“ assimilated their own practice to that of the county 
courts.” The barons of the Exchequer, we are desired 
to understand, are exasperated at the success in the legal 
market of these enterprising speculators, who have dis- 
placed technicalities by natural equity. They look upon 
a county court judge much as a common jury does 
br sm an attorney, and mete to him the same measure 
of impartial justice. Suitors in the county courts dis- 
pense with juries, which in the superior courts are 
almost invariably employed, and there are fewer appeals 
in a year against judgments of sixty county court judges, 
than motions in a single term against rulings of the 
fifteen judges of the courts at Westminster. These 
facts are stated in the pamphlet, and the conclusion at 
which they point is obvious—that the Court of Ex- 
chequer is jealous of the efficiency and popularity of 
the county courts, and hence the perpen i 
which Mr. Serjt. Jones appeals to the Chancellor, to 
Parliament, and to all Englishmen who are or may be 
plaintiffs for the recovery of small demands. 
Practitioners in Westminster Hall will readily admit 
that reticence is not one of the qualities for which the 
resent barons of the Exchequer are most remarkable, 
We cannot, therefore, ontvtihe to say that there have 
not been obiter dicta of those learned persons, by which 
county court judges may have had some reason to feel 
aggrieved. But upon the argument of the case of Furber 
v. Sturmey—of which the pamphlet before us contains 
a full report—as well as in the deliberate judgment of 
the Court, there does appear to us a genuine desire—as 
professed by the Chief Baron—“ to treat the learned 
county court judge with the utmost consideration and re- 
spect.” So far from exulting, as represented by Mr. Serjt. 
ones, at the acquisition of a larger jurisdiction over t 
county courts, Sir F. Pollock said, during the discussion 
on the rules, “that it was very much to be lamented 
that a power should be given in that way ;” and he 
added, that ‘‘ it was very unseemly to make a county 
court judge the subject of attachment”—some other mode 
might easily have been found of bringing an appeal in 
= form before a superior court. The Chief Baron 
as complained, on more than one occasion, of cases on 
appeal from his own court having been by consent of 
parties prepared in such a shape as he thought inaccu- 
rate; and upon this point it is evident that Mr. Serjt. 
Jones had his entire sympathy. ‘‘ We are bound,” he 
said, “ to maintain for the county court judge precisely 
the same independence as we should claim for ourselves.” 
Really it is hard to say what principle of judicial action 
more satisfactory than this could have been enunciated; 
and, unless the author of the pamphlet can show that 
the Court of Exchequer, while professing to uphold, has 
virtually disregarded it, his invocation of the Chanselier, 
the legislature, and the nation, against the systematic 
tyranny of Westminster Hall, may be classed with those 
empty threats of appeal, which, he says, are often uttered 
in his court by attorneys, who have been defeated in 
.their clients’ presence. It is very ible that the 
barons of the Exchequer may differ from the count; 
court judges as to the extent and nature of the con 





‘for humble litigants a cheap and speedy remedy. Mr. 
No, 81. 


which superior should exercise over local courts, and 
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either side in the controversy may be liable ‘to a pro- 
fessional bias; but we do not believe that the imputation 
against the former of “ encouraging ” and “‘ bidding for” 
complaints against the latter body has been, or is at all 
likely to be, deserved. 

This Journal contains in other columns Mr. Serjt. 
Jones’s statement of the case, and also our own account of 
the matters of law arising out of it. We shall not, there- 
fore, enter in this place upon a minute detail of the cir- 
cumstances, as we have gleaned them, with more or less of 
certainty, from the pamphlet and its appendix of nearly 
sixty cage pg pages. Mr. Bovill declared that 
the case which the judge was required to sign was a 
mere sham, disclosing no real matter of appeal at all. 
Mr. Baron Bramwell, on the other hand, discovered, on 
a hasty perusal, that it raised questions of considerable 
difficulty. Perhaps the case of Furber v. Sturmey, as 
between plaintiff and defendant, may at last get before 
the Court, so as to exercise the judicial faculties of the 
learned baron, and to gain a place in the reports. If it 
should ultimately appear that an important question of 
law had really arisen between the parties, and that they 
desired to obtain the judgment of a superior court upon 
it, the conduct of Mr. Serjt. Jones in obstructing the pro- 
gress of the appeal will scarcely be approved, even by 
those who have taken the trouble to read his pamphlet. 
The obligation to abide strictly by the statutes and rules 
regulating the practice of the county courts appears to 
weigh unduly upon the conscience of that learned judge. 
We do not apprehend that the interests of suitors 
would be prejudiced by a more liberal interpretation of 
the provisions relative to appeals. On the contrary, 
it might be urged that in the procedure of these tri- 
bunals essential justice, and not rigid technicality, should 
prevail. As regards Mr. Serjt. Jones’s argument upon 
this branch of his case, we will only say that it might 
have come well enough from a baron of the Exchequer, 
before that tribunal, in dread of abolition, had reformed 
itself, as Mr. Serjt. Jones says it did, after the enlightened 
example of the county courts. The admissions of the 
pamphlet are quite enough to prove that the conduct of 
the author of it deserves the epithet contumacious. 
He may have justly felt aggrieved at being served with 
a summons to the judges’ chambers, issued apparently 
by the clerk upon the mere payment of two shillings. 
But still he should have settled and signed the case. 
His complaint of the indignity that had been put upon 
him would certainly not have fost any force by this con- 
cession. He has acted unwisely, and written with an 
unbridled pen, and the county court judges may have 
reason to regret the indiscreet pugnacity of their cham- 
pion. Whatever opinion may be formed as to the ex- 
pediency of giving jurisdiction to a single judge at 
chambers, Mr. Serjt. Jones’s own account of his proceed- 
ings proves that a ready and effective supervision over 
the county courts is absolutely necessary to the due 
administration of the law. 

_ > 
PROGRESS AND COST OF CONSOLIDATION. 


What a pity it is that Sir Fitzroy Kelly is not half as 
‘willing to do the work of law outndetidet as he is to frame 
excuses for neglecting it. If he would content himself 
by simply taking no trouble whatever in the matter, the 
public would be greatly the gainers. His constant repe- 
tition of magnificent promises deter more timid but more 
practical men from attempting less showy measures, 
while his equally constant failure in performance has the 
effect of creating a wide distrust in the sincerity of pro- 
fessional advocates of law reform. 

From the recent discussion in the House of Commons 
on the Statute Law Commission one might suppose that 
Sir Fitzroy loves the business of apology, and believes it 
to be his forte. Hitherto, he has found suficient exercise for 
this peculiar talent in his own behalf. Emboldened 
- success, on Tuesday night he undertook the desperate 

of defending Mr. Bellenden Ker and the Statute Law 





Commission. The unfortunate result is, that in a thin 
and listless house a majority were found, who were wil- 
ling to prolong the existence of this Commission for 
another year. Every one who knows anything of the 
proceedings of this body since its appointment in 1854 
(it being a continuation of the Statute Board of 1853) 
will have read with surprise, if not with indignation, the 
elaborate speech of the Attorney-General, which fur. 
nished the grounds on which the-House of Commons 
came to such a decision. Stripped of all the common- 
places which are usually made to do service on such 
occasions, the defence of the commissioners amounts to 
this—t We lave, in four years, prepared ninety-three 
Consolidation Bills, including nine Bills for the con- 
solidation of the whole criminal law, and this is more 
than has been done by ten other commissions on the 
same subjects which have preceded us.” 


The audacity of the latter part of this defence is 
something so far beyond the common as to challenge our 
admiration. We have no means of knowing what it is 
intended to include in the ten preceding commissions; 
but, assuming that they include those which resulted in 
the admirable Real Property Amendment Acts of the 
last and the eet reigns, how does the comparison 
strike us? ost of the other commissions which 
could possibly be referred to as contemplating the same 

eneral objects as the present Statute Law Commission, 
ave had Mr. Bellenden Ker for their presiding genius, 
which is a sufficient explanation of their shortcomi 
and certainly ought to make his apologist somewhat 
shy in calling attention to them. The only com- 
mission which can properly be described as having 
the same objects as the Statute Law Commission of 
1854, was that which was appointed in 1834, and of 
that Mr. Ker was head and front. These commis- 
sioners were appointed for the purpose of digesting 
into one or more statutes all the statute and common 
law touching crimes, and also of inquiring how far it 
might be expedient to consolidate other branches of the 
existing statute law. It is certainly a poor excuse for 
Mr. Ker and the commissioners of 1854 to say that Mr. 
Ker and the commissioners of 1834 effected nothing 
but a large expenditure of public money. But it is 
said, that whereas the former commissioners did ‘not 
prepare a single Bill, the present commissioners have 
actually presented to Parliament nine Bills for the con- 
solidation of the criminal law, though unfortunately 
not one has yet passed into law. ‘To our minds, a sim- 
ple narrative of the birth, life, adventures, and ultimate 
strangulation of those nine Bills, if people could only be 
induced to read it, would be enough to raise such a 
storm of public indignation as would very soon demolish 
the present Statute Law Commission. 


The first report of the commissioners, made in July, 
1855, informs us, that the consolidation of the statute 
criminal law had, at their request, been undertaken by 
Mr. J. J. Lonsdale; and that the first Bill, which com- 
prised the subject of treason and other offences — 
the state, had already been submitted to them. Subse- 
gen. we learn that the task had been, on Mr. Lons- 

ale’s promotion to a county court judgeship, entrusted 
to five other gentlemen, who had “ framed a consoli 
tion” of the general criminal law relating to indictable 
offences in eight Bills. These were laid on the table of 
the House of Lords by Lord Cranworth, at the end of 
the session of 1856, having been revised, as the com- 
missioners inform us in their third re by Sir John 
Jervis, Lord Wensleydale, and other distinguished law- 
yers. The Bills were drawn on the principle that n0 
alteration should be made in the law, and as little as 
possible in the language of the consolidated statutes. If 
the commissioners had adopted any fixed principle of con- 
solidation, this was the one. It was therefore pro- 
perly observed and acted upon by the draftsmen. But no 
sooner have the latter gentlemen accomplished their part 


of the work, than the commissioners themselves discover 
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had rue upon a wrong principle; or, 

ong & public discover that they had never seriously 
determined, or even discussed, the prime and funda- 
mental questions which must necessarily be answered 
before any satisfactory attempt at consolidation is possi- 
ble. On revising these same Bills with a view to their 
introduction into Parliament in 1857, the commissioners, 
the first time, were led to modify the views which 

y entertained when they oriemnall gave instructions 
for the preparation of those Bills. is inconyeniently 
late change of opinion was induced, as the report of 
1857. naively relates, “at the suggestion of the Lord 
Chancellor.” It dees not appear that the commissioners 
were favoured by his Lordship with any reasons in sup- 

of his suggestion, or, indeed, that they required 
any ; which proves either that they entertained a more 
found respect for his Lordship’s judgment as a law 
reformer than people who are not commissioners are 
me to acknowledge; or else that the commissioners 
eal could have given very little consideration 
to the subject that was, of all others, of the most 
vital importance to the success of the work they 
had undertaken. However, at Lord Cranworth’s sug- 
gestion, the commissioners consented to make these Bills 
not only consolidation but improvement Bills. How far 
the improvements thus introduced were within the scope 
of the commissioners’ authority is very doubtful ; but 
on the assumption that they were, and that the 
object of the Bills was merely to consolidate the 
criminal law, they passed the House of Lords late in the 
session of 1857, and were stopped from passing through 
the House of Commons by Mr. Locke Kin,  seisnsiete, 
as it now appears, inasmuch as they contained no repeal- 
ing enactments, and the result of their passing would 
have been to introduce a conflict of statutes throughout 
the whole domain of criminal law. 

The late Government and its law advisers had evidently 
no confidence in these productions of Mr. Ker and his 
colleagues ; but it was hoped that all the odium which 
their proceedings were calculated to call forth might 
be escaped by appointing a select committee to 
consider the whole subject. It was too absurd, how- 
ever, to acknowledge that the Statute Law Commission 
was incompetent to proceed further without the report 
of this committee (which has not yet appeared), and 
accordingly, at the commencement of the present session, 
Sir H. Keating gave notice of his intention to bring 
forward these criminal Bills again—whether reduced to 
their pristine state of simple consolidation, or re- 
amended so as to be something better than the absurdity 
of the previous session, does not appear. As the commis- 
sion is not identified with any political party, there was no 
reason why the present Attorney-General should not make 
some capital out of these famous Bills, especially as he was 
one of the distinguished Jawyers associated with Sir 
John Jervis in their original revision. Accordingly, 
they have been made to do admirable service ever since 
the present Government came into power. Their nume- 
Tous appearances upon the notice paper of the House 
of Commons operated as a guarantee that at length 

were in a condition fit to pass into law; but 
neither the House nor the public were altogether un- 
"ys aha for the announcement of Tuesday night, that 
» the great pressure of urgent business had rendered it 
impossible to submit the scheme to the House, or to state 
the intentions and the wishes of the Government theron.” 
These unhappy Bills, that have formed the main stock-in- 
trade of' bev inv-seforuinig Governments, and have of their 
own force and virtue kept the life in this commission for 
four long years, seem destined for the same uses in time 
tocome. But, however that may be, or whether they 
all ever be transformed from Bills into Acts, it is cer- 
tain that such a consummation would have been much 
more easily attained, if the Statute Law Commission, or 
Tather Mr. Ker—for there is no doubt that, in every 
‘sense, he is the commission—had not interfered between 
the Attorney-General for the time being and the 


draftsmen whom he might choose to employ. Whatever 
confusion, difficulty, or delay, has been imported into 
the subject, has come by such interference; and 
what we have said of these nine Bills applies with 
-— force to the whole of the ninety-three Bills. Of 
all these, which have been drawn at an enormous cost to 
the country, not one has passed into a law. At the 
present moment they are little better than so much 
waste paper, owing to the fact that the commissioners 
have never yet settled the principle on which the work 
is to be done. To every one of the Bills which have 
been thus supplied to them, they have made one of these 
two objections—either that it was, or that it was not, 
merely a consolidation Bill without any alteration of exist- 
ing statute law. If it was the former, they doubted 
the utility of simple consolidation, unaccompanied by 
amendment; if the latter, they feared whether they 
were not exceeding the powers of their commission, 
and whether Parliament would sanction their proposed 
amendments. Nevertheless they go on adding to the 
number and the cost of these useless productions; and 
Parliament permits the apology, that when all this 
useless work is done, the commissioners will meet and 
settle the principle on which it ought to have been 


attempted. 


eqal News. 


It is satisfactory to observe that the fair promises of 
the Lord Chancellor have been speedily followed up by 
acts which every one in the profession must approve. 
We noticed a few weeks back the sincere desire which 
Lord Chelmsford appeared to entertain ‘to promote the 
efficiency of the Court over which he had been appointed 
to preside. The expectations which we then formed 
have been, to a considerable extent, justified by the 
recent appointment of an additional taxing-master. One 
gat and crying evil has thus been, to some extent at 

east, remedied, and the Lord Chancellor has shown 
himself disposed to listen to the suggestions of 
practical reformers. We believe that the selection 
of Mr. Richard Bloxam, lately chief clerk to Vice- 
Chancellor Wood, for the post of additional my J 
master, was almost unanimously recommended b 
judges of the Court, and we think that it will be 
approved by the profession. Mr. Bloxam, it will be re- 
membered, is the author of an edition of the regulations 
as to the conduct of business in Chambers, which were 
published at the beginning of last Michaelmas Term. 
The vacancy created by this promotion has been filled 
up by the appointment of Mr. Edward Weatherall, of 
the firm of Johnson, Weatherall, & Sons, to whom, as 
we understand, Sir W. P. Wood offered the office of 
chief clerk as soon as he became aware that he must lose 
the services of Mr. Bloxam. With regard to this ap- 
pointment, also, we can confidently pronounce that it 
will be viewed with the fullest satisfaction by solicitors. 
The profession will not fail to recognise that the Lord 
Chancellor has undertaken the improvement of his 
Court in an earnest and judicious manner, and they will 
not forget that he has himself made one — appoint- 
ment, and has enabled Vice-Chancellor Wood to make 
another. 

It will not be out of place to mention here that a 
deputation of the Incorporated Law Society lately 
waited upon Lord Chelmsford, to bring under his notice 
the plan, often advocated in these columns, for consoli- 
dating all the law courts and offices in one commodious 
and well-placed edifice. It is extremely undesirable that 
any scheme should be adopted for ereeting in Stone-build- 
ings, or elsewhere, courts and offices sufficient only to 
accommodate the judges and clerks of the Court of Chan- 
cery. We trust that the deputation have, at least, prevented 
any step by the Government which could amount to an 





adoption of the smaller plan; and we think that, if 








760 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Jury 17, 1858, 








Lord Chelmsford remains in office, the pro of the 
Law Society will have a better chance of being consi- 
dered on its merits than ever it obtained before. 





BLOOMSBURY COUNTY COURT. 
(Before Mr. Lerroy, Deputy Judge, and a Jury). 
Odell v. Wallis.—July 12. 


This was an action by a journeyman butcher, against a young 
gentleman, to recover the sum of 141. 7s. 6d., for goods sold and 
delivered. 


Defendant did not appear, but a solicitor for him pleaded 
non-liability, as he was an infant. 

Plaintiff had lived in the employ of a master butcher, near 
Bedford-square, in which defendant resided. He received no 
wages, but was allowed perquisites, part of which was the 
sheep’s paunches, with which he agreed to supply defendant for 
some dogs he kept at 2d. each. He did so for thirteen months, 
when, leaving his situation, he applied to defendant for his bill, 
amounting to the sum sued for, but being unable to obtain it, 
after repeated applications he took these proceedings. Plaintiff 
described defendant as a “fast” young man, who drove about 
in his cab. 

To prove defendant's infancy a lady, who said she was his 
aunt, was called, and deposed that she was present at his birth, 
and he would not be twenty-one years of age till the 29th 
proximo. 

His Honour observed that the law had provided that no 
minor was liable for any debt contracted except for the com- 
mon necessaries of life, It was for the jury to say whether 
paunches were the common necessaries of life. 

The jury considered that to a person in defendant’s position 
they were necessaries, and gave a verdict for the sum claimed, 
with costs. 


THE CASE OF “FURBER v. STURMEY.” 


The, following passages are selected from the published letter 
of Mr. Serjt. Jones, Judge of the Clerkenwell County Coutt, 
to the Lord Chancellor, upon what he calls “the late extra- 
ordinary judgment” of the Court of Exchequer in the above 
case. The letter is dated 4th ult. :-— 


On the 4th of last June, an interpleader case of Furber v. 
Sturmey was tried before me, the amount of levy, 341. 3s. 4d., 
was then in court. The claimant was an auctioneer; the 
execution creditor a carpenter—both represented by attorneys. 
The property seized consisted of furniture, admitted to have 
been the execution debtor’s; some of it was seen on his pre- 
mises on the evening of the day judgment had been given 
against him. The claimant's case was, that the whole had been 
pawned by the execution debtor; that the duplicates had been 
brought to him by a relative of the execution debtor, long after 
the execution had been in the hands of the high bailiff ; that 
he had redeemed them for the purpose of selling by auction, 
and they were seized in his rooms. There was nothing to show 
that this relative, from whom he had received the duplicates, 
was not acting as agent for the execution debtor, the only evi- 
dence adduced’ being the claimant's own account of what that 
person had told him, and this his attorney, Mr. Lewis, con- 
tended was snfficient! The case was fully heard and argued, 
and I determined it in favour of the execution creditor, on this 
total failure of evidence to support the claimant's case, promising 
to look at an irrelevant case cited by Mr. Lewis from some 
weekly periodical, not in court, before judgment should be 
finally entered. 

As the claimant’s attorney was leaving court he said some- 
thing about an appeal, as attorneys frequently do after a defeat 
in the presence of their clients. But, from that time to the 
present, the claimant and his attorney have, in every particular, 
disregarded all the statutory provisions and rules of practice 
regulating appeals: 

Ist. They delivered no statement in writing under rule 139; 

2nd. They did not give the notice required by 13 & 14 Vict. 
¢. 61, s. 14, and by rule 141; 

8rd. They did not give the security required by the same 
section, nor deliver the statement required by rule 144; 

4th. They did not present a case to me for signature within 
the time required by rule 145, and never applied to me to 
extend that time under the discretionary power vested in me 
by the same rule. 

I heard no more until the 26th of November, when, on the 
opening of the Court, the claimant’s attorney, confessing his 





for permission to present a case on appeal for my signature; I 
stated the impossibility of assisting him under the circum. 
stances; that the sole ground of my decision had been the ab. 
sence of all legal evidence; and that he had lost all right of 
appeal by neglect of the rules prescribed by statute; but, at 
length, out of consideration to him, and to get rid of his impor. 
tunity, that I might proceed with the business of the day, I 
allowed him, in the full persuasion that his application was 
made with the concurrence of the other side, to leave the 
papers for me to look at on the rising of the Cou-t, when I 
disposed of the application, by hastily writing at the bottom of 
the case, “ The decision of the Court in this interpleader rested 
solely on the total absence of legal evidence on behalf of the 
claimant; it would be impossible, therefere, with every desire 
to relieve those who by delay have lost the power of appeal, to 
sign the case, even were the lapse of time not a fatal objection.” 

Had not either of those grounds appeared abundantly suffi- 
cient to justify my refusal, I might have added others. The 
case set forth no “ dissatisfaction with the determination or 
direction of the Court in point of law, or upon the admission or 
rejection of evidence,” which constitutes the sole unds on 
which an appeal lies. It disclosed no miscarriage of justice; it 
admitted the absence of legal evidence on material points of the 
claimant’s case; and it substituted for the truth an hypothetical 
case, incorrectly stating that I had drawn certain legal infer- 
ences, which I had not, but which, had I drawn them, could 
have led only to the same result. 

The Court of Exchequer has long been the favourite resort of 
those whose complaints have had little more foundation in truth 
and in fact than the discomfort, in a county court, of some dis- 
houest debtor, or the cupidity of some disreputable practitioner, 
The consequence has been certioraris, prohibitions, and motions 
against county court judges, causing a serious interference with 
the administration of justice, and a partial frustration of the 
design contemplated in the establishment of county courts. In 
Hilary Term last, a motion was made to rescind an order of 
one of the Barons, by which a case had been referred to a 
county court judge, and the Court actually compelled the 
learned counsel to alter the terms of his motion by substituting 
arule to compel the county court judge to take the reference 
under pain of an attachment; and this rule of the Court’s own 
suggestion, so substituted for the motion which the parties had 
coine, by consent, into court to make, the Court of Exchequer 
subsequently made absolute, ruling, at the same time, to the 
astonishment of Westminster Hall, that an action by an in- 
cumbent to recover from his predecessor for dilapidations to the 
rectory house and chancel was “matter of mere account.” 
Cummins vy. Birkett. 

Concurrently with the growth of this lamentable state of 
things, the course of legislation has tended to give to the in- 
dividual judges of the three common law courts enlarged powers 
of a new and arbitrary, if not unconstitutional character, cal- 
culated to undermine and destroy the separate and independent 
character of the county court system, and insidiously to impair 
the authority, and destroy the independence, of the county 
court judges, by rendering them ancillary and subservient to 
those of Westminster Hall,and subject to their individual 
authority. The only instance to which I have now to direct 
your attention, is that given by the 43rd section of 19 & 20 
Vict. c. 108, by which it was enacted, “ That no writ of: man- 
damus shall henceforth issue to a judge or an officer of the 
county court for refusing to do any act relating to the duties of 
his office; but any party requiring such act to be done may 
apply to any superior court, or a judge thereof, upon an affidavit 
of the facts, for a rule or summons calling upon such judge or 
officer of a county court, and also the party to be affected by 
such act, to show cause why such act should not be done, and, 
if after the service of such rule or summons, good cause shall 
not be shown, the superior court or judge thereof may, by rule 
or order, direct the act to be done, and the judge or officer of 
the county court, upon being served with such rule or order, 
shall obey the same on pain of attachment,” &c. 

The extension to all the courts of common law at West- 
minster of the remedy which, until then, could only have been 
attained by the prerogative writ of mandamns from the Court 
of Queen’s Bench, was a beneficial step, of which no one can 
complain; but to invest a single puisne judge with such 4 
power, to be exercised in the privacy ofchambers, was a peri- 
lous experiment, calculated not merely to engender and foster 
feelings for which, unhappily, no stimulus was wanting, but 
also to lower in public estimation, if not’ to bring into con- 
tempt, the judges of the county courts. . 

T need scarcely remind any one, not entirely ignorant of the 





ignorance of the practice, appealed to my favour and indulgence 





mode in which the chamber practice at Serjeants’-inn is con- 
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ducted, and who can appreciate what is due to a gentleman, of 


the indecency of exposing the county court judges to the in- 
dignity of being dragged thither on every occasion that a suitor, 
his attorney, or agent, dissatisfied with an adverse decision, 
chooses to rush to the Rolls-garden and take out a summons 
against the judge who pronounced it; and yet, thither, since 
this judgment, the county court judge must go in conflict with, 
possibly, the lowest attorneys and their boy-clerks, or incur the 
expense of professional assistance; and this, mayhap, on a point 
of practice peculiar to his own jurisdiction, with which it may, 
without offence, be asserted, that the judge before whom he has 
been summoned is not much better acquainted than the 
ignorant suitor or his not better informed representative, who 
are thus empowered to insult and degrade him. I have 
frequently heard the late Mr. Justice (John) Williams declare, 
that, if it ever came to be his turn again to act as vacation 
judge, he would resign his seat in the Queen’s Bench rather 
than encounter the practice at chambers. If such be its 
nature for those who preside, it may be well conceived what 
it must be for the actual combatants; it is, in short, too 
well understood that there is no branch of the administration 
of justice which calls more loudly for a sweeping reform, 
and that there is scarcely a respectable attorney who would 
personally undertake that portion of any client’s business. 

Profiting by the power thus derived from this last enactment, 
the attorney of the claimant, who had taken nothing by his 
appeal ad misericordiam meam, resorted to the judges’ chambers 
at Serjeants’-inn; and, on the afternoon of the 7th December, 
while preisding in my court, I was served with a summons from 
Baron Channell, dated the 2nd, requiring me to attend him at 
chambers the following day at 11 a. m., to show cause why I 
should not sign the said case. To the summons was affixed a 
notice, dated the 7th, that the applicant intended to appear by 
counsel. 

There is no principle more clearly established than that, 
wherever a special statutory power is exercised, the person who 
acts, from the Lord Chancellor to a justice of the peace, is 
bound to bring himself within the terms of the statute, and the 
facts which gave the authority must be stated. Now, this sum- 
mons on the face of it disclosed a want of jurisdiction; it was in 
the common form, as for further and better particulars in an 
action of assumpsit, &c., not stating that it was granted on, 
reading an afiidavit of facts, as required by the statute which 
substituted the proceeding by rule or summons for the writ of 
mandamus, but evidently had been, as I concluded at the time, 
and as I afterwards ascertained on inquiry, issued by the judge’s 
clerk without an affidavit, and without having been even brought 
under his master's notice. Had I been disposed to obcy it, the 
sitting of my own court on the 8th would have prevented me 
attending in person, and there was not time after my court rose 
on the 7th to admit of my seeing my attorney in order to instruct 
anyone to appear for me. 

Feeling a strong assurance, that, so soon as the illegality of 
the proceedings were brought to the knowledge of the learned 
Baron, he would dismiss the particular summons, and that, 
before he issued another, he would require to be satisfied himself 
by an affidavit of facts that the applicant made out, at least, a 
prima facie case against the county court judge to justify him 
in calling upon a judicial officer to show cause why he had refused 
to doan act relating to the duties of his office—in other words, that 
he would require the applicant to show that he not only had amatter 
of complaint constituting legal grounds for appeal, but that he 
had entitled himself to call on me to sign a case by conforming 
himself to the rules regulating appeals—I wrote a private note 
to the learned Baron to prevent my absence being attributed to 
any intentional disrespect, and I enclosed the summons and 
hotice as an illustration of the manner in which the authority 
of the judges is abused by their clerks in the indiscriminate 
issue of summonses without the foundation required by law for 
the protection of the public; observing that, had the matter 
been brought before him, he would have seen that the case had 
been decided on grounds which admitted of no appeal, and that 
the applicant, even if he could have appealed, had disentitled 

f to the right of doing so by a disregard of the rules of 
practice, adding that I could not admit the power of any judge 
thus to call on me to justify the exercise of a judicial discretion 
teposed in myself alone. 

On the 14th December I was served with a copy of an order 
of Baron Watson, dated the 11th, by which he ordered me to 
sign the appeal case, “the same having been agreed to by the 
attorneys of the parties,” and the would-be appellant, to give 
Security for the costs of the said appeal. 

case was subsequently presented to me for signature, 
and I again oer di ™ 





Between the issue of the summons and the day of its return 
two affidavits appear to have been made, one by each of the 
attorneys who had appeared before me at the trial, and both 
were used before, and read by, Mr. Baron Watson. 

A letter addressed to the registrar of my court, on the 29th 
of December, by the attorney who had appeared for the execution 
creditor, raises a strong presumption that the proceedings would 
not have been carried further had not the applicant’s attorney 
met with encouragement from that learned Baron, who—instead 
of avoiding the invidious duty of sitting alone in judgment on 
another judge by referring them to the full Court, which, if 
the case required so much consideration, would have been, I 
submit, a preferable course, it being then vacation, and no 
further steps could be taken before term—took the papers 
home on the 8th of December, and on the 11th announced at 
chambers that he had consulted his brother judges, and should 
make the order prayed for, as they considered the 14th section 
of the 13th & 14th Vict. and the 145th rule were for the pro- 
tection of the respondent, and he should therefore make the 
order for the judge to sign! 

Down to this point I had regarded each step as a bold 
attempt to intimidate me to sign the case; surprised as I was, 
I had no conception that they would have the temerity to pro- 
ceed further. I therefore abstained from incurring the trouble 
and expense of a motion to set aside the summons and order 
thus irregularly, and, as I then thought, and still contend, 
illegally obtained. 

The parties, however, having thus secured the sanction of 
two learned Barons, and the alleged sanction of others, to their 
proceedings, so fortified, applied in the following term to the 
Court of Exchequer for a writ of attachment, and on those two 
affidavits alone (with others of service) the Court, consisting 
of the same Barons who had issued the summons and had made 
the order, namely, Channell and Watson, with Mr. Baron Martin 
and the Chief Baron, granted a rule nisi for an attachment 
against me for disobeying the order of Mr. Baron Watson, not- 
withstanding the aftidavits admitted most of the irregularities 
I have enumerated, and positively negatived the agreement 
alleged in the said order. 

It now became necessary to resist such an attack on the 
independence of a judge, and I placed myself in the hands of 
my professional advisers, and I directed them to employ a 
short-hand writer. 

On my counsel attempting to show cause on the last day of 
Hilary Term against this rule, the Court would not allow him 
to go into the merits of the case, but suggested and recommended 
that he should move, on the same aftidavits, for a cross rule to 
show cause why the summons, service, and order should not be 
set aside, the arguments on both rules to come on together in 
Easter Term. In vain my counsel protested, pleading the hard- 
ship of imposing the additional expense of a second rule on a 
judge who had acted in strict pursuance of the Acts of Parlia- 
ment and the rules of practice by which he is bound, and that, 
had he acted otherwise, he would have acted in violation of his 
duty; the Court persisted in refusing to hear him, and in 
requiring him, if he desired to go into the merits, to move as 
suggested, while Mr. Baron Martin, intimating what the result 
would be, gave him the caution, “ You had better consider whe- 
ther you take it;” and before it was finally so arranged, the 
same learned judge proceeded to read a lecture to county court 
judges in general, and to deliver a strong opinion, if not judg- 
ment, on another case which had not yet been argued, until 
checked by Mr. Bovill expressing “a hope that his Lordship 
would not prejudge it.” 

On the 7th of May the two rules came on for argument; the 
proceedings on both days are set forth in the short-hand writer's 
notes. I will only observe, that my counsel brought before the 
Court the various objections, fatal alike to the right of the 
claimant to an appeal, to the summons issued without affidavit, 
or a suggestion that there had been any failure of duty on my 
part, and to the order made with a full knowledge of these 
defects. 

The Court pronounced no judgment at the time, but on the 
25th of May they delivered a considered one. [See 6 W. R. 625]. 





The defendants in the action of ejectment, The Earl of 
Shrewsbury v. Hope Scoit and Others, which had been set down 
for trial at the ensuing assizes for this county, applied on Thurs- 
day last to a judge at chambers to change the venue from Staf- 
ford to Middlesex. They made their application on the ground 
that the Mayor and corporation of Stafford had lately presented 
Lord Shrewsbury with a congratulatory address, and that this 
proceeding on their part might be looked upon.as an index of 
the popular feeling in the county. They urged further, that. 
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owing to this feeling, the defendants would not be fairly treated 
by the jurors, and that personally they might meet with 
contumely from a mob. The application was opposed on the 

of the Earl of Shrewsbury, and ultimately the judge was 
induced to change the venue to Liverpool, so that this important 
trial will come on at the ensuing assizes in that town.— Wolver- 
hampton Chronicle. 

Owing to the advanced’ state of the session the Lord 
Chancellor is unable to introduce the new measure of bank- 
ruptey reform lately promised in the House of Lords. He has, 
however, determined that some alteration shall be made forth- 
with, and, availing himself of the powers possessed under the 
present Act, his Lordship has prepared a new series of rules and 
orders, by which the present fees payable to solicitors, official 
assignees, accountants, messengers, and brokers in bankruptcy, 
will be greatly reduced.—Times. 

A recent parliamentary return gives the names and salaries of 
officers of the law in India. Chief Justice Colville (India) re- 
ceives a monthly salary of 6945 rupees; his two puisne judges, 
Sir A. Buller and Mr. Jackson, receive 5209 rupees a-month, 
and Mr. W. Ritchie, the Advocate-General, receives 3448 rupees 
a-month. Chief Justice Rawlinson, at Fort St. George, receives 
5000 rupees a-month, and his puisne judge, Sir A. Bittleston, 
4166 rupees. Chief Justice Sir H. Davison, at Bombay, re- 
ceives the same salary (5000), and Sir M. R. Sausse, the puisne 
judge, receives 4166 rupees a-month. All the judicial officers, 
with one exception, belong to the English (and not to the Irish) 
bar. That exception is Sir M. R. Sausse. 

The offices of Dean of the Arches and Official Principal of 
the Arches’ Court have been conferred by the Archbishop of 
Canterbury on the Right Hon. Dr. Lushington. The functions 
of the Dean of the Arches are now merely nominal; but the 
Official Principal of the Arches’ Court is the Judge of the Court 
of Appeal of the Province of Canterbury. The Court of 
Appeal was formerly held in Bow Church, or the Arches’ 
church (Sancta Maria de Arcubus), and hence it derived its 
name of the Arches’ Court, which accompanied it when the seat 
of judicature was transferred to the Common Hall of the 
College of Advocates in Doctors’ Commons. It is reported 
that Dr. Travers Twiss will succeed Dr. Lushington as Chan- 
cellor of the Diocese of London.—Times. 

Between 1848 and 1857 there were in the Central Criminal 
Court 78 prosecutions for the forgery of Bank of England 
notes, and 1814 for making or uttering base coin. In England 
and Wales the number of prosecutions for coining in the above 
10 years amounted to 4874, or 487 4-10 on the average per 
annum. In the five years 1847-51 there were 3373 prosecutions 
for offences against the currency and forgery in England and 
Wales, including 844 cases of forgery, and 2351 of uttering base 
money. Jn Scotland there were 570 coining cases between 
1848 and 1858. 

The wife of Mr. J. C. Welford, solicitor, of Monkwearmouth, 
who it was stated in the Times of Monday had been dreadfully 
burnt by her muslin dress taking fire, is dead. 

Charles Baillie, Esq., Solicitor-General, has been appointed 
Lord Advocate for Scotland, in the room of Mr. Inglis, ap- 
pointed Lord Justice Clerk. 

Mr. F. S. Streeten, barrister, has been elected poor-law 
auditor for St. Pancras by a very large majority. Mr. Streeten 
is a member of the burial board, but will now resign that posi- 
tion. 

David Mure, Esq., advuvate, has been appointed Solicitor- 
General, in the room of Mr. Baillie. 


3 ——_—_—»—___—- é 
Recent Merisions in Chancery. 


SOLICITOR—PARTNERSHIP—DIssOLUTION—GOODWILL. 
Austen v. Boys, 6 W. R. 729. 

This was an appeal from a decision of the Master of the 
Rolls, reported 3 Jur., N. S., 1285; s. c. 27 L. J., Ch.,247. The 
question was as to the effect of articles of partnership under 
which the plaintiff and defendants had carried on business as 
solicitors. On 15th August, 1838, the plaintiff became a 
member of the firm, which previously consisted of Messrs. 
Forbes, Hale, and Boys. By the 8th of the articles then 
entered into, Forbes was to be at liberty to introduce the defen- 
dant Tweedie into the business. Forbes soon afterwards retired. 
On 24th July, 1846, Hale, Boys, and Austen, entered into fresh 
articles of partnership for seven years from 1st September then 





next. By the 11th article, any partner or partners had power 
to retire, “and in that case the continuing partners, or partner, 
to pay such retiring partner or partners for his or their in 

and share, and goodwill in the business, the fair marketable 
value thereof; but such retiring partner or partners not to 
practise, either directly or indirectly, within 100 miles from the 
General Post Office, and use his best endeavours to promote the 
interests of the remaining partners.” Hale died in 1848. In 
September, 1849, Tweedie was introduced into the partnership, 
and, by a memorandum of that date, it was provided that from 
1st September, 1850, Tweedie should take one-fifth of profit 
and loss of the business until Ist September, 1853, from 
which date he was to share equally with the other partners, 
The partnership to continue for ten years from 1850. A clause 
was added that “in case of the death or retirement before Ist 
of September, 1853, of either of the senior partners, his two- 
fifths to be divided into thirds, of which the surviving senior 
partner is to take two-thirds, and Mr. Tweedie one-third” 
This memorandum was signed by the defendants, Boys and 
Tweedie. It was also signed by the plaintiff, but with the 
qualification that, so far as Mr. Tweedie’s share and position 
was fixed by the memorandum, he agreed to it; but as between 
Mr. Boys and himself without prejudice to the articles of 24th 
July, 1846, the stipulations of which were still to remain in 
force. On 29th August, 1853, two days before the ex- 
piration of the term settled by the articles of 24th July, 
1846, the plaintiff gave notice to dissolve the partnership on 
the following day; The question was, whether the plaintiff was 
entitled to be paid on his retirement, under the 11th clause of 
the articles of 24th July, 1846, for the goodwill of the busi- 
ness, and, if so, how much ? 

It was decided by the Master of the Rolls that the defendant 
Tweedie was not bound by the articles of 1846. As between 
the plaintiff and the defendant Boys these articles remained in 
force, but so far modified by the memorandum of 1849 as was 
necessary to give Tweedie his full interest in the partnership, 
Taking, then, the articles and the memorandum together, it seemed 
impossible to hold that the clause for retirement could have any 
operation after the 1st September, 1853. The result was, that 
the plaintiff was entitled to be paid by Boys for the value of 
his share, not in perpetuity, but for the residue of the term un- 
expired at the date of the dissolution, that is, for a single day. 
It was remarked by the Master of the Rolls that the plaintiff 
and Boys had occasioned this litigation by their reluctance in 
September, 1849, to come to a definite arrangement. It deserves 
notice that, upon the death of Hale on September 21, 1848, 
Austen and Boys paid to his representatives, under a provision 
in the articles of 1846, “a sum equal to half what a retiring 
partner would be entitled to as the value of his share of the 
business,” and such sum was fixed by arbitration at £3000. 
Upon the same principle of calculation, and adopting the plain- 
titi’s view, that he was entitled to be paid for the value of his 
share in perpetuity, Boys would have been liable to pay the plain- 
tiff £6000; but he must have shared with Tweedie the interest 
thus acquired, although the latter was not bound to contribute 
one farthing towards the purchase. This consideration was 
relied upon as establishing that 'weedie was affected by the 
articles of 1846, but the Master of the Rolls held otherwise. 

The Lord Chancellor entirely agreed with the Court below, 
and dismissed the appeal with costs. He remarked upon the 
inapplicability of the term “goodwill”. to the practice of a 
solicitor. ‘Ihe goodwill of a trade means the sum which any 
one would give for the chance of keeping the trade at the place 
where it has been carried on. But the business of a solicitor 
has no local existence. It is entirely personal, depending upon 
the confidence reposed in his integrity and ability. Specific 
performance could not be decreed of a mere agreement without 
more to sell the goodwill of such a business. But this term, 
as used in the agreement of 1846, was capable of a definite 
meaning. ‘The operation of the 11th clause, however, must be 
confined within the limit of time embraced by that agreement. 
It had been argued that the stipulation as to not practising 
being indefinite, and therefore extending to the whole life of the 
retiring partner, was inconsistent with the narrow operation thus 
assigned to the 11th clause. But it was answered by the Lord 
Chancellor that the consideration for this stipulation was not 
merely the benefit to be obtained on retirement, but the whole 
of the partnership agreement. # 


Pension FoR Wounds, ASSIGNMENT OF—~INJUNCTION. 
Knight v. Bulkeley, 6 W.8. 610.‘ 


There are some subjects which, on grounds of public policy, 
cannot be assigned; such are the full-pay and the half-pay of an 
officer in the army. A man may always assign a 
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him entirely as a compensation for past services, whether 
rr to him for life or during the pleasure of others; but 
where the pension is granted not exclusively for past services, 
put as a consideration for some continuing service, although the 
amount of it may be influenced by the length of services already 
performed, such pension is not assignable. The defendant 
in the above case was formerly a major in the army. 
A pension of £100 had been granted to him by the 
Crown in consideration of wounds, such pension being ex- 
pressed in the warrant granting it to be payable “ until further 
order.” The defendant, in consideration of a sum of money, 
assigned this pension to the plaintiff to secure payment of an 
annuity, and the indenture of assignment contained a power 
of attorney to receive the pension, and a covenant by the de- 
fendant to do all necessary acts to enable the plaintiff to receive 
the same. The War Office refuses to recognise assignments of 
such pensions, and will pay only to the grantee or on his power 
of attorney, in a form appointed by the office, and revocable 
bythe maker of it. The defendant, besides the power in the deed, 
gave to the plaintiff a power of attorney in the required form, 
and certain payments were made to him thereunder. After- 
wards the defendant revoked the separate power of attorney, 
and himself received the pension. A form of declaration issued 
by the Paymaster-General must be filled up and signed by the 
grantee applying for payment of a pension. At the foot of this 
form are the words, “ This allowance cannot be assigned as 
security for a loan of money.” ‘The case came on upon motion 
for an injunction and receiver. It was not contended that any 
ground of public policy prevented the assignment of the 
pension. The only doubt arose from the note on the form of 
declaration. If this restriction had been mentioned in the 
grant itself, Stuart, V.C., thought there would have been an 
end of the plaintiffs case. But the grant was not for life, but 
only “until further order,’ and might be stopped by the 
Crown. The Court had only to decide between the parties, 
and it would not allow a breach of covenants relating to the 
enjoyment of property assigned for valuable consideration. 
An injunction was granted to restrain the defendant from re- 
ceiving the pension, and from executing any power of attorney 
authorising any person other than the plaintiff to receive it. 
No order was made for a receiver. 
Pustic CompANY—RIGHTS ACQUIRED BY THE PERMITTED 
ENJOYMENT OF LAND. 
Somersetshire Coal Canal Company v. Harcourt, 6 W. R. 670. 
We noticed this case, ante, p. 86, and took occasion to review 
briefly, in connection with it, the leading cases which have 
established the doctrine of equity, that he who stands by and 
encourages an act cannot afterwards complain of it, or inter- 
fere with the enjoyment of that which has been produced by 
the acts he has permitted. The case had been then recently 
before the Master of the Rolls, whose judgment, reported 
6 W. R. 96, was now the subject of appeal to the Lord Chan- 
cellor. So far as the bill asked for a conveyance from the 
defendants to the company, of the lands taken by the latter for 
their works, Lord Chelmsford agreed with the Master of the 
Rolls, that the plaintiffs’ case entirely failed. Neither the 
original award of commissioners, nor the subsequent transactions 
between the parties, amounted to a distinct contract for purchase 
of the lands But his Lordship held that the company were 
not precluded by the lapse of time (about sixty years) from 
now acquiring the lands under the compulsory clauses of their 
Act, The defendants, however, claimed, in the meantime, 
to treat the company as tenants from year to year, and to act 
wala notice to quit which they had given. But the Lord 
cellor pointed out that the company had converted Earl 
Waldegrave’s lands to the purposes of their canal, to which 
they were absolutely necessary, and had used them day by day 
for this object without any attempt on his part to disturb them, 
he well knowing that, if such attempt were made, they could 
compel him to sell them the lands. ‘The case came within the 
principle to which we have referred above. The defendants 
could not, after thus lulling the company into security and con- 
fidence, and preventing their exercise of the powers which they 
by law, suddenly turn round upon them and attempt 
to remove them from the lands which they had enjoyed for so 
many years. 
—_——p———- 


Cases at Common aw specially Interesting to Attorneps. 
Liastiries or Trusters on Commisstoners or Pusuic 


Works. 
Ruck y. Williams, 6 W. R., Exch., 622. 


have been recently discussed the liabilities of trustees, or com- 
missioners, of public works. It will, therefore, be sufficient to 
say that the case under discussion is one which should be read in 
connection with that of Gibbs v. The Trustees of the Liverpool 
Docks (1 H. & N. 439; 6 W.R., Exch. C., 361).* In this 
case, it will be remembered, the trustees were sued by the 
plaintiff, as the owner of a ship, which had received 

from mud allowed to accumulate in the docks; and it was held 
that they were liable to such an action, notwithstanding their 
fiduciary character, inasmuch as they received tolls for the pur- 
pose of keeping the docksin order. In the present case certain 
town commissioners were sued through their clerk, by the 
owner of some baths which had been damaged by a flood which 
took place while the sewers, under the superintendence of the 
defendants, were under repair. In addition to the cases to which 
we referred in our notice of Gibbs v. The Trustees of the Liverpool 
Docks, two other recent decisions influenced the Court in the 
case under discussion, viz. Ward v. Lee (7 Ell. & Bl. 426), and - 
Itchin Bridge Company v. Southampton (6 W. R. 223). And 
these were used as authorities for the proposition that public 
trustees and commissioners are liable (where they are entitled 
to reimburse themselves out of rates), for all acts done by them 
in the course of the works which are authorised or required to 
be performed by their statutes. 

TAXATION OF Costs—WITNESSES ARRIVING TOO LATE. 

Standeren v. Murgatroyd, 6 W. R., Ex., 625. 

This was an application on the part of the plaintiff for a 
rule to review the taxation of defendant’s costs, and disallow 
(contrary to the Master’s decision) certain of the items there- 
in. It appeared that there had been another action arising out 
of the same transaction, in which the respective positions of the 
above parties as plaintiff and defendant were reversed. The 
two causes stood together for trial at the London sittings, but 
when called on the witnesses of Murgatroyd were not forth- 
coming, and the cases were then referred. The ultimate result 
was an award in favour of Murgatroyd, and Standeren had to 
pay the costs of the causes, amongst which were charged those 
for Murgatroyd’s witnesses at the sittings. Standeren now in- 
sisted, on the authority of the case of Fryer v. Sturt (16 C. B. 
218), that he was not liable to pay these costs. In that case it 
was held by the Court of Common Pleas that the expenses of 
a witness who did not arrive at the assize town till the evening 
of the day on which the cause was referred, but whose atten- 
dance would have been probably in time had the cause been 
regularly tried in its order, could not be charged among the 
costs in the cause against the unsuccessful party in the refer- 
ence. In the ease under discussion, however, the Court of Ex- 
chequer refused to disturb the Master’s decision, saying, “ with- 
out wishing to differ from the Court of Common Pleas, we 
think that these costs ought to be paid.” 


County Court JupGes, LIABILITY OF TO AN ATTACHMENT 
FOR DISOBEYING JUDGE'S ORDERS. 
Furber v. Sturmey, 6 W. R., Exch., 625. 

Of the facts of this case—so important to the position of the 
county court judges as to have given rise to a formal repre- 
sentation concerning it to the Home Secretary by an influential 
member of the House of Commons—the following is an out- 
line:—An interpleader summons had been taken out in a dis- 
trict county court, on which judgment was given. This was in 
June, and notice of appeal therefrom was, within the proper 
time, given between the parties; but no case was presented to 
the judge for his signature till the following November. The 
judge then refused to sign the case, on the ground that: the 
proper time for calling on him to do so had elapsed, and that 
there was no point of law to be stated—his decision having been 
grounded on the claimant’s having given no evidence in support 
of his claim. Upon this, 8 summons was taken out at chambers 
calling on the county court judge and the respondent to 
show cause why the case should not be signed. This summons 
was taken out under 19 & 20 Vict. c. 108, s. 43, which provides 
that thenceforth no mandamus shall issue to a judge or officer 
of the county court for refusing to do any act relating to the 
duties of his office; but that any party requiring such act to be 
done may apply to a superior court or a judge upon an 
aflidavit of the facts for a rule or summons calling on the 
judge or officer of the county court, and also the 
party to be affected by such act, to show cause why such act 
should not be done; and that, if after service of such rule or 
summons good cause should not be shown, the superior court 
or judge thereof may by rule or order direct the act to be done, 








‘We had lately occasion to examine into some cases in which 


* Sup. p. 436. 
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and the judge or officer of the county court, upon being served 
with such rule or order, shall obey the same on pain of attach- 
ment. In the case under discussion, the summons under this 


section was taken out without affidavits, but they were filed | 


before the hearing. At this hearing the county court judge 
(who had been duly served with the summons) failed to attend; 
whereupon an order was made on him by the judge at chambers 
to sign the case, and this order also he neglected, and, in fact, 
refused to obey. ‘The matter being brought before the Court 
of Exchequer, it was now urged in behalf of the county court 
judge—1, that he was originally right in refusing to sign the case, 
both because it was presented to him too late, and also because 
no point of law was involved; and 2, that the summons at 
chambers having been originally taken out without any affi- 
davits, both it and all proceedings taken thereon were void. As 
to this last objection, however, the Court of Exchequer held 
that at most it disclosed an irregularity, and that the jurisdic- 
tion of the superior court or judge, under the section above 
referred to, was complete without the affidavit therein 
meutioned; and as to the liability of the county court judge 
to have the rule for an attachment against him made 
absolute under the circumstances, the Court had no doubt 
whatever. They contented themselves, however, with making 
him pay the expenses, and allowed the attachment to stand 
over till a correct case could be by him signed, such case to be 
settled if necessary at chambers by the aid of both parties to 
the appeal; and it was intimated that nothing further would 
be done in the matter of the attachment, if the county court 
judge shcwed himself no longer contumacious. It is not a 
matter for surprise that the county court judges and their 
friends should be in arms against this case, which materially 
affects their dignity, and places them in fact under the im- 
mediate superintendence of each of the fifteen judges. The 
proceeding by way of mandamus, which was abrogated with 

to the county courts by the provision in question, was a 
very different thing. That process (even supposing that since 
the Common Law Procedure Act, 1854, it could, for such a 
purpose as compelling a county court judge or officer to per- 
form his duty, have been sued out of either of the three 
courts, a question as to which there may be room for doubt), 
was truly described by the Chief Baron in his judgment in the 
case under discussion, as being “ both costly and tedions.” The 
present practice is certainly neither one nor the other; and we 
think that any change tending to make the county court judges 
more independent of the superior courts should be received 
with much jealousy. 


INFLUENCE OF ATTORNEY IN THE PREPARATION OF A WILL. 
Haddock v. Trotman, 1 Fost. & Fin. 31. 


In this case the validity of a devise was disputed on the 
ground of its having been obtained by fraud and undue in- 
fluence. The question was in effect, whether the circumstance 
of the devise (made by the testatrix a month before her death, 
and while very ill) being in favour of the mother-in-law of the 
attorney by whom the will was drawn, was suflicient to upset 
it; and this a jury twice determined in the affirmative—the 
case under discussion having, it seems, been twice tried on the 
same evidence and with the same result. The proposition above 
laid down arose in an action of ejectment, and the property 
which was the subject of it had been devised in two moities, one 
to A., and the other to B., the mother-in-law of the attorney. 
The judge ruled that there might be a verdict supporting the 
devise as made with “a sound and disposing mind,” so far as 
regarded the moiety to A., and without such a mind so far as 
regarded the moiety to B.; and this ruling was supported by 
the Court. 


Proor or County Court 'PROcEEDINGS, IN INDICTMENT 
ARISING THEREOUT. 
Reg. v. Rowland, 1 Fost. & Fin. 72. 


In an indictment for perjury, alleged to have been committed 
on the hearing of a plaint in a county court, it was proposed 
by the prosecutor to prove the county court proceedings vivd 
voce by the assistant clerk of the court, but it was objected 
that the proper and only mode of proving them was by produc- 
ing the clerk’s book, or a copy with the seal of the Court, and 
purporting to be signed and certified as a true copy by the 
clerk of the court, as pointed out by 9 & 10 Vict. c. 95, s. 111. 
This objection was sustained by Mr. Baron Bramwell, and’ in so 
ruling he observed, “ This is a penny wise and pound foolish 
result of the new scale of allowances. If counsel’s opinion on 
the evidence to be adduced could have been taken before this 
case came here for trial, the proper evidence would have been 
‘orthcoming, but the expense attending that course would not, 





I suppose, have been. allowed; and, therefore,.in order that 
there may not be a miscarriage of justice, this case must be 
adjourned until to-morrow, and in the meantime the proper 
certificate must be sent for.” 


Sena a sete , 


Correspondence. 





DUBLIN.—(From our own Correspondent.) 

The Exchequer Nisi Prius Court has been for four entire 
days engaged in the trial of Beamish v. O’Brien, an action 
against an attorney for negligence. The plaint averred that 
Mr. 8. H. Beamish and others were petitioners in a suit in 
Chancery, and retained Mr, Octavius O’Brien, the defendant, to 
conduct it with skill and diligence; and that, contrary to his 
duty, &c., the defendant did not set down the petition for hear- 
ing within the proper time, in consequence of which it was 
dismissed with costs; also that by reason of such delay the 
plaintiffs had lost their right to the sum of £3000, then standing 
in the Incumbered Estates Court. ‘To these averments the 
defendant pleaded that he had conducted the suit diligently; 
and that he had been dismissed from his retainer before 
petition ought to have been set down for hearing; and that he 
did not thereafter act as the plaintiffs’ solicitor. The issues 
for the jury to try were, whether the defendant had properly 
conducted the petition matter; whether by defendant’s neglect 
it had been dismissed with costs; and lastly, whether the special 
defences were true. Damages were laid at £3000. 

O'Hagan, Q. C., Ball, Q. C., and Kelly, appeared for the plain- 
tiffs; M‘Donough, Q.C., and Sullivan, Q. C., for the defendant. 

It appeared that the plaintiffs were, with one exception, minors, 
and were largely interested in a family estate, which had some 
years since formed the subject of a suit in Chancery, in which 
the Provincial Bank were plaintiffs. The demand of the bank 
was not paid in the suit, for a petition was afterwards filed in 
the Incumbered Estates Court to make available against the 
estate a decree obtained in Chancery. On looking into the 
matter, the First Commissioner of the Incumbered Estates 
Court intimated, as his opinion, that there had been a miscar- 
riage in the Chancery suit, and that the decree had been 
improperly obtained. An order was then made, staying pro- 
ceedings towards a sale of the estate, and authorising the 
Beamishes to proceed in Chancery to obtain a reviewal and 
reversal of the decree. In May, 1857, a petition was filed 
(under the new practice) for this purpose; and a month after- 
wards, an affidavit in reply was filed on behalf of the bank. 
Opinions of counsel were then obtained, but no further step was 
taken in the suit ; and as the rule of the Court requires every 
petition to be set down for hearing in or before the second term 
after the filing of the answering affidavit, on pain of dismissal, 
at the end of Michaelmas Term, the petition not having been 
set down for hearing stood dismissed. Thereupon the first 
decree was acted on, and the funds paid away without regard 
to the alleged rights of the present plaintiffs; and this action was 
brought for the purpose of making Mr. O’Brien, their solicitor, 
responsible for the loss consequent on the non-prosecution of 
such petition. — The principal witness for the plaintiffs, 
Captain Beamish, théir father, on cross-examination ad- 
mitted that, during Michaelmas Term, he had on their behalf 
employed Mr. Wilkinson, another solicitor, in the suit; but he 
denied that, in so doing, he had taken the conduct of it out of 
the hands of Mr, O’Brien—The defendant’s case was, thi 
he had been in fact superseded as the solicitor in the suit; 
and that certain opinions of counsel, taken by him, were 80 
adverse to the case that there did not appear to be the 
slightest prospect of its being carried to a successful issue— 
Mr. Lawson, Q.C., was examined for the defendant, and his 
evidence went to prove, that, having been consulted in the pro- 
gress of the suit, he had advised that the petition, if brought to 
a hearing, would be dismissed with costs. He further deposed, 
that the defendant had used all proper diligence and skill 
throughout the affair—Other witnesses examined on behalf 
of the defendant proved, that, during the Michaclmas Term 
referred to, he had informed Captain Beamish that coun- 
sel’s opinion was adverse to the prosecution of the petition; and 
that, consequently, he did not feel justified in proceeding with 
it. It appeared, moreover, that the gefendant had more than 
once warned Beamish that the petition would fall to the 
ground, unless prosecuted before the next term. 

The CHIEF Pon charged the jury, who, after a short con- 
sultation, found for the defendant on all the issues. His Lord- 
ship, after the announcement of the verdict, said, that as it 


would not now affect the plaintiffs’ case, he felt. himself at 
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, that, in his opinion, Mr. O’Brien need not yield 
of his profession in diligence, fidelity, or talent. 
ROLLS COURT. 
Macrory v. Belfast Customs. 


On Saturday, Brewster, Q. C., moved, on the part of Mr. A. 
J, Macrory, a solicitor, that certain bills of costs which had 
been taxed and certified by Mr. O’Dwyer, the Taxing-master 
of the Court, might be referred back to him to be reviewed in 

t of the taxation of certain items. The question was 
as to the right of Mr. Macrory to costs under the 82nd section 
of the Lands Clauses Consolidation Act. It appeared, that, 
in the year 1853, the commissioners of the Belfast Customs 

under the provisions of their Act of Parlia- 
ment, certain land, the property of Mr. Macrory, for the 
sam of £3020, which sum was awarded on arbitration. Mr. 
furnished to the Solicitor to the Customs an abstract 
of title to the land, also copies of the deeds requisite to 
verify it; and after a delay of fifteen months the commissioners 
were advised by their counsel that there were certain defects of 
a technical character in the title, which should be removed be- 
fore payment of the purchase-money. Instead of furnishing 
Mr. Macrory, the vendor, with a copy of this opinion, and call- 
ingon him to take steps to remove the defects complained of 
(which he had subsequently done), they applied to the Court 
in December, 1854, and obtained an order for the investment 
of the purchase-money, An order of reference was then 
obtained to the Master of the Court, who subsequently 
reported that Mr. Macrory had made out a good title, and 
was entitled to the stock, which was in consequence trans- 
ferred to him. The Master of the Rolls having made jan 
order directing taxation of the vendor's costs, the Taxing-master 
was of opinion that the section of the Act which provided that 
all the costs incurred by the vendor in deducing title, &c., 
should be borne by the promoters of the undertaking, did not 
apply to the case where the purchase-money had been lodged 
in court. The vendor's counsel now contended that he was 
clearly entitled to all costs so incurred—otherwise a public 
company, after putting the owner of the property to expense in 
furnishing his abstract of title, copies of deeds, &c., might, by 
lodging the money in this court, evade payment of the costs 
which the Legislature intended should be paid. The applica- 
tion was not opposed. 

The Master of the Rolls said, that the Taxing-master was 
right in his construction of the order for taxation, which referred 
only to costs incurred under the 80th section. In making the 
order for taxation he had followed the words of the notice of 

; and he did not wish that the taxing officers, whose 
duties were ministerial, should have any trouble in deciding 
what costs were to be taxed. As a good title had been made 
out by Mr. Macrory, it would be an injustice to him if, by 
lodging the money in court, the purchasers could deprive him 
of his costs. He would therefore amend the order for taxation, 
by directing the costs to be taxed under the 82nd section. 


to 
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‘ EDINBURGH.—(From our own Correspondent.) 


On Tuesday last, the Lord Justice Clerk, the Lord Advo- 
cate, and the Solicitor-General, presented their respective letters 
to the Court; the two last were sworn in, and the former, 
according to ancient custom, took his seat in the Outer House 
as Lord Probationer, for the purpose of hearing cases and 
reporting them to the Inner House, with his opinion, which 
ceremony, for it is now nothing more, took place in the after- 
noon. His Lordship then sat in the Inner House, and heard a 
case and stated his opinion upon it in like manner. Yesterday, 
his trials being over, he was introduced to the Bench by the 
Lord Justice-General in words somewhat like these—Your 
Lordship will take your seat on the bench as Lord Glencorse, 
and as Lord Justice Clerk your place is on the right hand of 
the chair, With regard to these remarks, it may be explained 
that the late Lord Advocate now sits in the Court of Session 
(the Civil Court) as President of the Second Division, under 
the title of Lord Glencorse, and in the Court of Justiciary 
(the Criminal Court) as Lord Justice Clerk, which title he 
always receives, except in the formal sederunt book of the 
Civil Court, 

By his Lordship’s elevation to the bench, the office of Dean 
% the Faculty of Advocates has become vacant. This office 
8 ane of high honour, and is particularly prized, because it is 

y elective, the whole right of appointment being in the 
of advocates, ‘There is no emolument attaching to the 


General, but this claim has never been admitted, and has never 
been pressed. The right of the Dean to lead the Solicitors- 
General of England and Scotland has, however, always been 
conceded ip the House of Lords. There was at one time every 
probability of a strong contest for the honour between Mr. 
Graham Bell, who has been long eminent as a lawyer, and the 
Whig Lord Advocate Moncreiff; the supporters of the former 
have probably found, however, that they could not secure his 
election, and his name has accordingly been withdrawn; Mr. 
Moncreiff will, therefore, be elected Dean on Saturday with- 
out opposition. The appointment is made apart altogether from 
political considerations; had it been otherwise, Mr. Moncreiff’s 
chance of success would have been very problematical. 

No appointment has yet been made to the vacant sheriffship 
of Perth, which is generally looked upon as a step to the bench. 
Some new names have been mentioned of lawyers with poli- 
tical influence perhaps, but entirely out of practice. I have 
no belief that Government will venture to appoint any of 
these men, and feel satisfied, as I stated formerly, that if 
Mr. Boyle’s claims are not regarded as too strong to be 
overlooked, the appointment will be given to Mr. Edward 
Gordon, the senior Advocate Depute. 

Your readers may, perhaps, take some interest in the fol- 
lowing case in the Jury Court :— 


JURY COURT. 
(Before Lord ARDMILLAN.) 


Mackenzie, Innes, § Logan, W.S., v. Wm. M‘Murray. 

In this case, which occupied Lord Ardmillan and a jury 
three days, the pursuers were the firm above mentioned, and 
the defender was Mr.William M‘Murray, papermaker, of 39, 
Queen-street, Cheapside, London. The issues were as] follow:— 

“1. Whether the pursuers performed the business and made 
the disbursements set forth in the accounts libelled on, or any 
part thereof, under the employment of the defender, William 
M‘Murray, individually, or jointly with his brother, James 
M‘Murray? and, whether the said defender is indebted and. 
resting-owing to the pursuers in the sum of 9591 15s. 5d., as 
the balance due on the said accounts, or any part of that sum, 
with interest from the date of citation in the present action?” 
Or, 

“2. Whether the defender held himself out as responsible 
for the said accounts and disbursements, in whole or in part, and 
permitted the pursuers to perform the said business and make 
the said disbursements on tlie footing of such responsibility ? 
and, whether the said defender is indebted and resting-owing to 
the pursuers in the said sum of 959/. 15s. 5d., or any part of — 
that sum, with interest thereon as aforesaid ?” 

It appears that in April, 1850, the firm of Cameron & Co., 
papermakers at Springfield Mills, Lasswade, were in serious 
difficulties. They had conveyed the whole property of the firm 
in security to the Union Bank, and there were bills to a large 
amount then current against them and on the point of be- 
coming due. At this stage, Mr. William M‘Murray, the London 
agent of the firm, and who took the greater part of the paper 
manufactured at the mill, realising therefrom a very profitable 
commission, interposed his personal security for the company to 
the extent of £45,000, on the condition that his brother, James 
M‘Murray, should be assumed as a partner of Mr. Cameron in 
the place of Mr. Pender, who was to withdraw. The 
stipulation was made that the two partners of the new firm 
should draw according to the means or profits of the concern, 
but not exceeding £1500 a-year each. During two years Mr: 
Cameron, it would seem, drew to the full extent of his allow- 
ance; but disputes had by this time arisen, as to whether he was’ 
entitled to so much, and an accountant was employed under 
judicial sanction to investigate the accounts of the firm; and, 
until this accounting was finished, and on the representation 
that the concern had no funds, the Messrs. M‘Murray resisted, 
or rather compounded with Mr. Cameron’s demands, Mr. 
W. M‘Murray having meantime id him to account, 
but from his own pocket, the sum of £302. The present 
pursuers had from 1847 to 1850 been employed by Mr. 
Pender in occasional law business, and in April, 
had been engaged by Mr. Cameron to aid in the arrange- 
ment with Mr. M‘Murray; but, on the interests of the 
two partners becoming separate, Mr. Cameron personally 
had employed another agent, and the pursuers continued to act 
nothinally for the firm, but practically for the interests of James 
M‘Murray, and consequently of his brother. A great deal of’ 
correspondencé and conference took place, in order to bring. 
matters to an amicable termination; but these efforts were not 
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Precedence over the Tord Advocate and the English Attorney- 








successful, and at length an action was raised by Mr. Cameron: 
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to enforce his demands. The present pursuers having some 
hesitation to act against Mr. Cameron in a litigation, Mr. 
M*Murray employed Mr. Cook, W.S.; but after a time, and, as 
was alleged, on the solicitation of the defender, the: pursuers 
agreed to take up the case, and accordingly lodged defences in 
the name of James M‘Murray. Another litigation was at the 
same time going on with Mr. Allan, tenant of Fairliehope, on 
Mr. Cameron’s estate of Glenesk, which was decided against 
the firm, and large expenses were incurred. The lawsuit with 
Mr. Cameron went on, and resulted in a remit to Mr. Barstow 
to examine the books of the old and new company, and in an 
order for an interim payment of £500 to Mr. Cameron. 
Through some years matters went on, the partners being still at 
issue, and ultimately a petition was lodged by Mr. Cameron for 
the appointment of a judicial factor on the estate, when on the day 
—l4th June, 1856—the answers were due, the company were 
sequestrated on a bill at one day’s date for £7000, drawn by 
Mr. William M‘Murray, and indorsed to Dobbs, Kidd, & Co., 
London, who became concurring creditors in the sequestration. 
When James M‘Murray was examined in bankruptcy, it ap- 
peared that his estate only amounted to £162, being the value 
of his household furniture, he having personally brought no 
capital into the concern, while Mr. Cameron’s estate and the 
property of the firm had been assigned to the bank. In Janu- 
ary, 1857, the pursuers lodged an account of their law charges, 
both to the trustee on the sequestrated estate and to the de- 
fender, with an intimation that they held him jointly liable. 
Their account from the commencement of the lawsuit to the 
sequestration amounted to 1285/. 11s. 3d., towards which £150 
had been paid to account in July, 1854,and the pursuers had 
recovered a balance of rents from Mr. Allan amounting to 
285l. 11s. 3d., which they had been allowed to retain, reducing 
the balance to 959/. 15s. 5d. Of the above expense, about 
£520 had been incurred in connection in the litigation with 
Mr. Allan. 

The oral evidence was somewhat conflicting in character, 
direct employment being distinctly alleged by Mr. Logan, who 
deponed that the whole proceedings had been conducted on the 
footing of Mr. W. M‘Murray’s liability, the more particularly 
that the firm was insolvent, and James M‘Murray’s interests at 
stake were merely nominal. The defender, on the other hand, 
denied that he had given them to suppose that he held himself liable, 
or that hehad so acted as to incur or infer personal liability on his 
part. The voluminous correspondence and documents lodged in 
process was founded on in both sides, by the pursuers as 
showing that the defender was the leading, controlling, and 
directing party in all the proceedings, and by the other, that he 
simply acted as the friend and adviser of his brother. 

The jury, after being enclosed for two hours and a half, 
brought in a verdict for the defender on both issues. 

Counsel for the pursuers—Mr. Moncrieff, Mr. Brown, and Mr. 
Marshall, advocates. Agents, themselves. L 

Counsel for the defender—Mr. Gordon and Mr. Adam. Agents, 
Messrs. A. & A. Campbell, W.S. 
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Professional Tntelligence. 


METROPOLITAN AND PROVINCIAL LAW 
ASSOCIATION. 
A meeting of the managing committee was held on the 14th 
inst. 


The sub-committee appointed on the 12th of May reported 
that, pursuant to the resolution of the managing committee of 
the 9th of June, they had sent a copy of the following circular 
to every member of the association :— 


Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association, 
8, Bedford-row, W.C., June 26, 1858, 
Str,—You are aware, from previous communications from this com- 
mittee, that some members of the managing committee of this association, 
in the year 1855, united with a considerable number of their professional 
several of whom are not members of the association, in a scheme 
a practicable sha; 


representing all the varied interests 
out yond kingdom, aot 
jon provincia’ rs. 
misrepresentations, of which the establishment of the paper, on its 


new footing, was immediately made the subject, 5 itely, to 
have affected, to some extent, the cordiality which happily subsisted, 
since the establishment of this Associgtion, between London and country 
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dial vote of confidence which followed the address of the 
this subject at the provincial meeting, held at Manchester in ys 
is an expression of the feeling of all those who have taken the trouble to 


examine into the facts for themselves. 

The misrepresentations, however, continue, and are read by many who, 
apparently, have not taken the trouble to examine the statement of the 
committee, although a copy has been sent to every member of tk} associa. 
tion; and at the annual meeting, held in April last, a provincial member of 
the committee, coming from an important town, expressed it as his opinion 
that the contidence of a considerable number of members in the was 
shaken, and would not be restored, unless those members of the committee 
who happened to be also directors of the newspaper resigned their offices, 
nor unless the secretary were informed that his continuing secretary to the 
Newspaper Company would be considered a disqualification for his remain. 


gory to the association. 
consequence of this expression of feeling, more than one of the mem. 
bers of the committee intimated their intention to ; and the secre. 


tary, at the next meeting of the committee, tendered his resignation. 

The whole subject was thereupon referred to a sub-committee, consisting 
of seven town and seven country members of the committee, who have 
made a report, recommending the committee not to ac the resignation 
of the secretary, and expressing a strong opinion that resignation of 
those members of the committee who happened to be also directors of the 
Law Newspaper Company is unnecessary, and would be a serious loss to 
the association. 

Three of the London members of that sub-committee were also directors 
of the Law Newspaper Company ; of these, two abstained from taking any 
part in its deliberations, and the third dissented from the report, as did 
also the gentleman who originally raised the question at the annual 
meeting. 

The report, therefore, may be taken to represent substantially the 
opinien of those members of the managing committee who are not con- 
nected with the Law Newspaper Company; and it has been accepted by 
the committee. 

The committee, however, feel that if they have, in fact, lost the confi- 
dence of any considerable portion of the b of the jation, 
whether the loss arises from misrepresentation or not, they cannot, with 
any advantage to the association, continue to conduct its affairs ; and they, 
therefore, have resolved to appeal to every individual member, and to 
request a frank reply to the following questions :— 

1, Have you investigated the charges which have been made against the 
committee in the editorial columns of the Law Times; and also the reply 
of the committee ? 

2. Is it in your opinion desirable that those members of the committee, 
both in town and country, who are directors of the Law Newspaper Com- 
pany, should withdraw from one or the other office ? 

3. Is it in your opinion expedient that the secretary of the Law News- 
paper Company should retire from the post of secretary to the associa- 
tion? 

The replies received, together with a tabular synopsis, were 
placed before the committee, and it appeared that a very large 
majority of the members who had sent replies expressed entire 
confidence in the members of the managing committee, and the 
desire of the writers that neither any member of the managing 
committee, nor the secretary, should retire from the positions at 
present held by them; the committee therefore resolved to ad- 
here to the resolution of the 9th of June last, and not to take 
any further steps in the matter. 

The secretary reported that a deputation from the Manchester 
Law Association came to town on the 7th inst., upon the Probate 
and Letters of Administration Act Amendment Bill, of which the 
Manchester Association took the same views as those expressed 
by the committee. He had therefore arranged with the depu- 
tation the amendments which it would be desirable to introduce 
into the 24th clause of the Bill; and had then accompanied the 
deputation to the Solicitor-General, who expressed his concur- 
rence in the proposed amendments. 

The amendments suggested by the committee in the Drafts 
on Bankers Bill were reported as having been introduced. 

Mr. Dry, of Lincoln’s-inn-fields, was unanimously elected a 
member of the committee. 








BANKRUPTCY VACATION NOTICE. 


Office of Accountant in Bankruptcy. 
In accordance with the order of the Lord Chancellor this 
office will be closed on and from Saturday, the 7th day of 
August, to Monday, the 4th day of October, both days in- 
clusive. 
Warrants will not be paid till Tuesday, 5th October. 


ANS AE 


Rebiews. 


The Practical Conveyancer ; a Companion to the Practical Man. 
By Rota Rovse, Barrister-at-Law. London: Butterworths. 
1858. 


It is not often, in these days, whea so much has already been 
written, and so much more is being constantly poured out from 
the press, that one comes across a book that can in any sense 
be called original. Mr. Rolla Rouse is, however, entitled to 
whatever credit is implied in this epithet, for, except so far as 
he has borrowed from himself, and developed in a new field the 





idea first embodied in’ the well-known “ Practical Man,” there 
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a ing in legal literature that bears the faintest resemblance 
| the“ Practical Conveyancer.” Before the value of a book 


@ daily reference can be fairly appreciated, it must have been 
jx use long enough to make it quite familiar. No one can 
shoot well with a gun he is not used to, and, certainly, no prac- 
tising lawyer can make the most of a book of practice till he 
knows, by experience, exactly what he may expect to find, 
and whero he must turn to seek it. It is rather early 
to pronounce very absolutely on the merits of the “ Prac- 
tical Conveyancer,” but there is this special advantage in 
Mr. Rouse’s thoroughly systematic arrangement, that it 
is ible to get at home with his precedents much more 
auickly than with any other work of the kind. The scheme, it 
is true, is novel to all at least but those who have been in the 
habit of using the author's previous works, but the arrangement 
proceeds throughout on a plan so perfectly uniform, that the 
uisite amount of familiarity may very readily be acquired. 
The idea which lies at the basis of Mr. Rouse’s system, whether 
itbe or be not the best for reference, is unquestionably the 
most convenient for instruction. The skeleton or framework 
of a deed is given by itself in a compass of perhaps a fiftieth 
of the entire documents, and the flesh and skin with which 
to cover the dry bones are to be found in a compartment of the 
work especially devoted to them, and carefully connected with 
the skeleton precedents by literal and numeral references. 
Any one who has ever had the misfortune to direct the legal 
studies of a dull candidate for admission, or the satisfaction of 
assisting a quick-witted pupil, will know that in either case the 
only convenient way of teaching conveyancing is by separating 
the generals from the particulars much in the way which 
Mr. Rouse has been the first to put into print. For example, sup- 
pose a simple draft, as a conveyance from an owner in fee and the 
mortgagee of a term which is to be surrendered, to be eutrusted to 
ayoung pupil or clerk. He could be told in a few words who 
were to be made parties; what recitals were to be put in; who were 
toconvey; and what covenants were to be entered into by the 
different parties. He would then be sent to the precedent books 
tofind the furms appropriate to the different parts of the in- 
strument. He would get a bit from one place and a scrap from 
another, after a little searching among the voluminous precedents 
of Bythewood or Martin, unless, indeed, he chanced to tind an 
entire precedent in point, which would save him some trouble, 
and deprive him of all benetit from the lesson. 

Now, in“ The Practical Conveyancer,” the pupil will find in the 
first volume just the same condensed information which we have 
supposed him to get by word of mouth, accompanied by refer- 
ences to a copious collection of common forms in the second 
volume, from which all the details may be filled up. An extract 
of one of these skeletons will give a better idea of what the 
book really is than any description. We will select the case 
already supposed, namely, a conveyance by vendor and the 
mortgagee of a term. Here is the whoie of it:— 

No. 7.—Venpor AND MortcaceE ror Term To Purcnaser.—By Grant 

and 8 of Term.’ 

@. This Indenture, made &c. [A. 1], Between (Vendor), of &c., of the 
first part; (Afortgagee), of &c., of the second part ; and (Purchaser), 
of &c., of the third part : 

b. 1. Whereas &c. ([Recite Seisin, subject to Mortgage, B. 1.] 

2. And whereas by Indenture &c. [Recite Mortgage, B. 16.) 

3. And whereas &. [Default and Amount due, B. 17.] 

4, And whereas &c. [Contract for sale, B. 40.] 

5, And whereas &. [Intended Payment to Mortgagee, and his 
Agreement to join, B. 64]. 

¢. Now this Indenture witnesseth, that, in pursuance of the premises, 
and in consideration &. [Payment to Mortgagee and Vendor, C. 4.) 

@. He the said (Vendor) doth &c., and he the said (Mortgagee), &c. 

Grant and Surrender, D. 6. 

é. All’ &e. [parcels, E. 1, ke. ; General Words, 8; Reversion, 9; Estate 
of Vendor and Mortgagee, 10; Deeds, 11.) 

f. To have and to hold &c. [Habendum to Purchaser in Fee, F. 1.] 

A he the said (Purchaser), &c. [Dower Declaration, H. 1. 

J. 1. And the said (Mortgagee), &c. ‘ovenant by Mortgagee with Pur- 

chaser against having incum , J. 3) 
2. And the said ( Vendor), &e. (Covenants by Vendor, J. 1.) 


&. In witness &c. [Conclusion, K. 1.) 
for money paid to him, and by vendor for 
balance. [L. 1. 


Stamps, ad valorem on entire purchase-money, and P. D. 

The references appended to the different clauses of the draft 
lead the reader, without the least difficulty, to the appropriate 
forms which constitute the second portion of the work; and 
thére really seems no reason why a perfectly uninstructed 
pil, of moderate intelligence, should not be able, with such 
to turn out an unexceptionable draft. The great 
advantage of the kind of arrangement which Mr. Rouse adopts 
is, that it becomes possible to give, within a very moderate 
& number and variety of precedents which, on the 
ordinary system of inserting each draft in full, would be quite 
unattainable. Thus, Mr. Rouse’s volume of skeleton forms ex- 


tends only to about 500 pages, and yet it contains a much more 

copious selection of precedents than even such an elaborate 

work as Bythewood’s Conveyancing. The proportion, as stated 

in the preface, is as follows:—Conveyances—Bythewood, 60; 

Rouse, 212: Mortgages—Bythewood, 80; Rouse, 118: Leases— 

Bythewood, 31; Rouse, 35. This is a very considerable gain, 

not merely by the large reduction in the expense of the work, 

but by the convenience of having the whole of this extensive 

collection of precedents gathered into a single volume, instead 

of being scattered over four or more. The ordering of the 

different classes and sub-classes of drafts, and the indexing 

of the whole, is done in a thoroughly systematic and ~ 
regular way, and after a very little familiarity with 

the book it would not cost a practitioner the labour of a 

minute to ascertain whether the precedent he wanted was to 

be found in the collection, and to turn to the right page at 

once. Altogether, the book strikes us as a very effective labour- 

saving machine, and one that will be found of especial value to 
practitioners, the extent of whose business compels them to 
delegate a good deal of their conveyancing to clerks who need 
some little preliminary instruction to enable them to set about 

a complicated draft in the right way. ‘The book, in short, de- 

serves its title, and may, we think, be relied on as a really 
“ Practical Conveyancer.” 





An Elementary View of the Proceedings in a Suit in Equity. By 
SYLVESTER JosEPH HunTER, Barrister-at-Law, and Holder 
of the Studentship of the Inns of Court. London: Butter- 
worths. 1858. 

It was a stock piece of advice that used to be given to all 
young barristers, to write a book; and we are not sure that it 
was altogether bad, always provided the book proved a good one. 

The labour of working up any subject, with the care necessary 

to produce a creditable book, cannot fail te be serviceable to the 

author; and though the days when lawyers used to write them- 
selves into fame and business seem to have passed away, the more 
direct benefits of authorship can never be lost.- As the successful 
candidate for the legal studentship, Mr. Hunter may have felt 
himself in some degree bound to show to the world that the 
bounty and the honours of the Inns of Court had not been be- 
stowed on an indolent candidate. Some such considerations as 
these, perhaps, led to the present undertaking, the subject of 
which seemed scarcely to need any fresh elucidation. We should 
not like to say in how many different volumes the nature and 
progress of a Chancery suit are detailed with various degrees of 
minuteness and accuracy. It was quite impossible for an 
author to say much that was new, either in substance or in 
form, on a topic which has been so often handled; and it would 
not be fair to find fault with Mr. Hunter's modest little manual 
because its necessity is not very apparent. One merit may 
fairly be predicated of it. It is a clear, concise, compendium 
of information, which the student will not elsewhere find in 

a separate form. The idea is evidently borrowed from 

the successful little book known to most articled. clerks 

and pupilsas “ Smith’s Elementary View of an Action at Law.” 

Mr. Hunter’s volume is intended to take its place as 

the companion to the “Common Law Manual.” But the cases 

are not altogether parallel. The course of a trial is so much 
more technical than the proceedings in a suit, that it is far more 
difficult for a beginner to make himself familiar with it than 
with the corresponding equity procedure; and the necessity for 
a distinct treatment of the subject in a book by itself is much 
more obvious than it is in the department which Mr. Hunter 
deals with. Without, however, regarding the appearance of 
this volume as a great event in the annals of legal literature, 
we are glad to be able to speak of its execution as upon the 
whole creditable. It has a good deal of the same lucidity of 
statement which gaveso much popularity to Smith's “ Elementary 

View,” and it is in general a correct abstract of the practice on 

the points which it treats of, though not altogether free from 

occasional slips. For instance, at page 97, it is stated that in 
default of an order otherwise disposing of dividends on stock in 

Court, they will lie idle in the Bank. If Mr. Hunter will turn 

to page 19 of Mr. Smith’s “ Practice,” or, indeed, to any book of 

practice he may select, he will see reason to correct this state- 
ment. Again, at page 65, Mr. Hunter correctly details the now 
exploded method of proceeding by oral evidence on the demand 
and notice of either side. As this mode of proceeding was 
abolished by the orders of the 13th of January, 1855, it should 
tot have been stated as the subsisting practice of the Court in 

a book published in 1858; and Mr. Hunter, if he refers tothose 

orders, or to any recent book of practice (Morgan’s a 

Acts for instance), will find that it is now competent to 








parties in any cause in which issue has been joined, to verify 
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their respective cases by affidavit, if they prefer that method to 
examination of their witnesses. With some corrections, 
however, the book may be made a serviceable manual for 

incipient students. 
$$$ —_—____—__ 


Parliamentary Proceedings. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, July 9. 
LEASES AND SALES OF SETTLED Estates Act AMENDMENT 
Binu. 


This Bill passed through committee. 


Monday, July 12. 
LEASES AND SALES OF SETTLED Estates Act AMENDMENT 
Bi. 
The report of amendments on this Bill was received. 


Tuesday, July 13. 
Wits oF British Supsects ABRoapD BIL. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


LEASES AND SALES OF SETTLED Estates Act AMENDMENT 
Bit. 
This Bill was read a third time, and passed. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, July 9. 
CopyHOoLp Acts AMENDMENT BILu. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


MINISTRY OF JUSTICE. 

The CHANCELLOR of the ExcHEQUER said, in reply to Mr. 
Ewart, he would have been quite prepared to propose a vote to 
the House with the view of establishing a department of justice, 
had he been furnished with any satisfactory definition as to the 
duties which it would have to discharge. Hitherto he had not 
been furnished with any satisfactory definition; and he had not 
therefore been in a position to ask the House of Commons to 
incur the expense which the scheme would involve; but when 
the necessary information upon the subject was supplied, he 
would act in accordance with the resolution at which the House 
had arrived. 

Tuesday, July 13. 
Tue Statute Law Commission. 


Mr. Locke Kina, in moving that £1861 for the Statute Law 
Commission be struck out of a vote in committee of supply, 
traced the origin and progress of the commission appointed in 
1833 and the present Statute Law Commission. ‘The former 
having dwindled away until Mr. Bellenden Ker was the only 
commissioner left, it was found necessary to find another situa- 
tion for him; hence the appointment of the present Statute 
Law Commission The Lord Chancellor of that day under- 
took that, in the next session, the whole statute-book should 
be expurgated. ,A staff was accordingly employed, who were 
ignominiously dismissed, because they did so much in a short 
time, that, if their labours had been continued, the commission 
would soon have ceased to exist. A distinct plan of procedure 
laid down by Lord Cranworth, by which expurgation was to 
precede consolidation, was resisted and argued against by Mr. 
Bellenden Ker; and the result was, that the Lord Chancellor's 
promise was broken, and consolidation was to go before expur- 
gation. There could be no doubt that the course thus pursued 
was wrong. At length the Attorney-General promised that, if 
the matter were left to him, he would in eighteen morths con- 
solidate our whole statute law. Nothing, however, was done. He 
had kept on the notice paper from day to day a reference to a 
series of Consolidation Bills; but those measures had not yet 
made their appearance, and at this advanced period of the 
session they were not likely to do so. In 1856 six or seven 
Bills thrown upon the table of the House of Lords late in the 
session did not pass, as it was not intended that they should; 
and in 1857 were again introduced, and passed with a protest 
from the Lord Chief Justice of England. Those measures 
were passed upon the faith of the Statute Law Commission; 
but on coming down to that House they did not receive a 

reading, in consequence of his having assured the late 
Government that if they went on with the Bills he would take 
the sense of the House upon them. It was fortunate that those 
measures did not become law, for he had been given to under- 


accompanied with repealing enactments; so that’ their effect: 
would have been to continue the old and the new law in force: 
together, adding to the confusion which already existed. Enor. 
mous sums had been spent upon these commissions. The 
commission which tommenced in 1833 had expended directly 
£50,000, and yet it actually did nothing. The present com. 
mission, too, which had not passed a single Act, except that 
relating to the sleeping statutes which he had. himself carried 
through, had already absorbed nearly £20,000. The vote now: 
proposed was only £1861; but, in addition, they were warned 
by a note that fees would have to be paid to the draughtsmen 
employed by the commissioners to draw Consolidation Bills, 
and execute other works connected with the revision of the 
statutes, which would be defrayed from the Civil Contingencies 
Fund. These fees were at first included in the estimate, but now: 
there seemed a disposition to keep them out of sight. When 
the Attorney-General promised to bring in the Bills to which 
he had referred, he proposed that they should be sent before a 
select committee. So that the workmanship of a Royal Com- 
mission was thus to be subjected to revision in a committee- 
room up-stairs, and the House was to take the whole responsi- 
bility. Believing that this commission would be the greatest 
obstacle to law reform, he moved that the item of £1861 be 
altogether disallowed. 

The ATroRNEY-GENERAL had hoped that the member for 
East Surrey would, like all who had carefully watched the 
progress of the Statute Law Commission, have acknowledged 
that its labours had effected great public good, and that to 
arrest it in its course would be to interfere with a work in the 
success of which the whole nation was interested. For 200 
years the state of our statute-book had been the subject of 
complaint, and various projects had been mooted for its im- 
provement by the most eminent lawyers and statesmen. Until 
the present century, however, not a Bill was introduced into 
Parliament calculated to remedy so serious an evil. Since the 
year 1816 eleven commissions and committees had sat upon 
this subject. Those inquiries had been directed by Sir 
S. Romilly, Lord Brougham, Lord Tenterden, Sir R. Peel, 
and other great statesmen and lawyers, yet down to the 
year 1853 nothing had been done of a practical nature, 
The present commission, which had only sat since 1854, 
(although a previous commission on the same principle sat 
in 1853, and might be considered identical with it), had cost 
the country less than one per cent. of the preceding fruitless 
expenditure. The statute-book consisted of forty folio volumes, 
containing from 15,000 to 18,000 public general, and 36,000 or 
37,000 private Acts, many of which referred to several entirely 
different subjects. Upwards of thirty of those volumes were 
filled with statutes, or parts of statutes, in some way become 
nugatory; and in order to lay the statute law intelligibly before 
the public, it was necessary to reduce the forty volumes to 
something like four, containing only 200 or 300 Acts of Par- 
liament. That the present Statute Law Commission had suc- 
ceeded in accomplishing to an extent which, if they received 
the support obviously indispensable, would give a hope that 
within two years of the present time the whole would be effected. 
Four Reports had emanated from the commission, indices had 
been made, Bills had been drawn, and other work performed, 
which, although not in the shape to be submitted to Parliament, 
afforded materials out of which to complete the consolidation 
of the statute law. Before 1853 not one Consolidation Bill had 
been submitted to Parliament; but between 1853 and the begin- 
ning of 1857 the Statute Law Commission had caused to be 
prepared ninety-three Bills, embracing almost all the important 
subjects of the statutes. Some differences of opinion. existed 
as to the best mode of proceeding with the Bills that were now 
ready to be laid upon the table of the House. ‘The opinion of 
the present Lord Chief Justice of the Common Pleas was, that 
some one branch of the law should be selected, the consolida- 
tion of which should involve all the difficulties . that 
might arise; and if the Statute Law Commission succeeded 
in that, they might hope to succeed in other branches. 
Lord Cranworth accepted the challenge, and called upon the 
Statute Law Commission to select the subject that would most 
severely test any scheme for the consolidation of the. sta- 
tutes. The criminal law was selected, and a prospect was thus 
held out that the forty folio volumes might be reduced to four, 
and the 40,000 statutes to 300, The Statute Law Commis- 
sioners set to work, and—with the assistance they derived from 
Lord Cranworth, Lord Wensleydale, the late Chief Justice 
Jervis, and others—the whole criminal statute law of the 
realm was consolidated into nine Bills, which were now ready 
to be submitted to Parliament. Had the Statute Law Com- 





stand that though they were Consolidation Bills they were not 


mission done nothing ? They had, with the approval of all the 
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es 
lawyers and statesmen, completed the consolidation of 


S entire body of the criminal law. After undergoing the 
most severe investigation, these Bills passed the House of Lords, 
with the approval of every member of that House, and then 
eane down to the House of Commons, At an early period in 
the session of 1857, it was thought by the late Government that 
the subject was far too important to be thus dealt with, unless 
the Bills were first submitted to a select committee, who should 

on the entire scheme. In the month of March, 1857, 
Parliament was dissolved, and did not meet again until May. 
The labours of the select committee were thus interrupted, and 
although the evidence was printed no complete report was made. 
When Parliament met again, there was no time to consider this 
subject, and nothing further was done during that session. 
At the beginning of the present session of Parliament the 
member for Reading, who was then Solicitor-General, gave 
notice of his intention to bring forward the several criminal 
Bills now on the votes, and he was only prevented by the 
change which took place in the Government. Since the pre- 
sent Government came into office the great pressure of business 
had rendered it impossible to submit the scheme to the House, 
or to state the intentions and wishes of the Government thereon. 
The committee were now asked to consider whether this Statute 
Law Commission was to be put an end to before the House 
had had an opportunity of considering these Bills—the com- 
mission having already, at a cost to the country of scarcely one 
per cent. upon the previous useless outlay, drawn up ninety- 
three Consolidation Bills, which only awaited the examination 
and approbation of the House. ‘To put an end to the Statute 
Law Commission in present circumstances would be a great 
public evil, and he could not think the House would assent to 
such a proposition. He hoped they would consent to pass this 
vote; and in a few days he would be able to submit a series of 
Bills to the House which would bring the whole matter under 
their consideration, and enable them, he trusted, in another 
session to carry out the scheme of criminal law consolidation 
towhich he had referred. The member for Surrey took to 
himself the credit of having done all in the way of consolidation 
that had been accomplished during the last five years. Now, 
the hon. gentleman had conferred honour on the Statute Law 
Commissioners by taking up and passing through Parliament a 
Bill of which the commissioners were the real authors, for they 
had furnished all the materials of which his Bill was composed ; 
bat, unfortunately, he took up the work before it was completed, 
when he introduced his measure for the repeal of some obsolete 
statutes. He hoped, therefore, he would give a little further 
time to the Statute Law Commissioners to go on with their 
work, and he might feel assured that they would not go over 
the road that had been already traversed in the way of 
legislation. 

Mr. M‘Mauon was satisfied that the progress of consolida- 
tion would only be impeded by the continuance of the Statute 
Law Commission. If they wanted consolidation, they should 
abolish the Commission, and throw the responsibility upon the 
Attorney-General. The Attorney-General had referred to the 
labours of the Commission in regard to the criminal law; but 
80 little knowledge did they possess of the criminal law of the 
country, that they actually fancied the law that applied to 
petty larceny in England would not apply to Ireland. He had 
carefully examined the Bills which passed the House of Lords, 
and he felt confident that the Attorney-General would be 
ashamed to ask the House to pass those measures as proper 
models of consolidation. ‘Those who prepared the Bills evi- 
dently knew nothing about the subject. If the Attorney- 

would take the matter up on his own responsibility 
there would be some chance of progress; but if they went on 
&§now they would find that year after year they were only 
adding to the evil which they wished to remedy. 

_ The CHaNnceiior of the ExcHEQUER hoped they would not 
discuss Bills that were not before them. The Attorney-General 
would be able probably in the course of next week to introduce 
Bills which embodied the views of the Government, and they 
Would be printed for the consideration of members. In the 
meantime he hoped they would give their sanction to the very 
moderate expenditure which was required for the Statute Law 


nD. 
Mr, Bainzs said, upon ninety-three different heads the 
statute law had been consolidated, and whatever course Parlia- 
ment might adopt as to the method of consolidation, the mate- 
tials so collected by the Commission must be of the greatest 
service, and therefore the time and money had been well spent. 
He t the Commission, on the whole, was well deserving 
of Parliament. 


giving the Commission a hint by declining to vote the money 
for this year. 
Mr. Matis said, the Attorney-General two years ago told 
the House that the consolidation would be done in eighteen 
months. He told the Attorney-General then, and he told him 
now, that if eighteen years were given him it could not be done. 
The House was from year to year spending money on that 
which for practical purposes could never be of any use. What 
was to be done with the ninety-three great Bills which were to 
be submitted to the House ? It appeared, the intention was to 
submit them to a select committee after they were laid onthe 
table. If so, he could see no end to the labours which would 
devolve’ upon Parliament. In his opinion the subject of con- 
solidation was beset with such difficulties as to be among im- 
practicable things. 
Mr. WHITESIDE thought there was great force in the remark 
of Mr. Baines, that, whatever might become of the Statute Law 
Commission, they had collected a valuable mass of materials in 
reference to a subject of great interest, on which it might be 
the duty of Parliament in another session to come to a decision. 
He thought, however, Mr. Malins had unnecessarily alarmed 
the committee, for he (Mr. Whiteside) never understood the 
Attorney-General to say the ninety-three Bills would be laid 
on the table of the House at once. 

The committee then divided, when there voted :— 


For the amendment... one sts vce 
Against it ... eae = OBE ove ia 
Majority —33 


The vote was then agreed to. 


FEES OF THE LAW OFFICERS ON PATENTS. 

On the vote of £26,198 to defray the expenses of the Patent 
Office, 

Mr. Wittrams complained of the fees payable to the law 
officers of the Crown in England, amounting to £8500 per 
annum, while the Attorney-General for Ireland obtained only 
£1200, and the Lord-Advocate for Scotland £850. It had 
been estimated that the sum derived by the Attorney and Soli- 
citor-General for England from their offices under the Crown 
and from their private practice was about equal to the salaries 
of three judges, or of three Secretaries of State, including the 
Prime Minister. Their duties in connection with the Patent 
Office were most trivial, and might easily be discharged by a 
clerk. It ought to be remembered, too, that the persons who 
paid the fees were generally very poor. He moved that the 
vote should be reduced by the sum of £4000. 

Mr. WALPOLE reminded the member for Lambeth of what 
took place in 1852. A Bill was introduced in that year by 
which the patent law was materially altered and; he was cre- 
dibly informed that the cost of patents was reduced by that 
measure from £500 to £50 or £60, as an average. There were 
no two men in the kingdom who did more work than the 
Attorney and Solicitor-General for England. 

Sir G. C. Lewis did not understand that these fees were in- 
tended as a general retainer, but only as remuneration for the 
special services rendered with respect to patents. Unless it 
could be shown that they afforded only adequate remuneration 
for services, the matter ought to be reconsidered. 

The SottcrToR-GENERAL reminded the committee that out 
of these fees the law officers had to provide chambers and 
clerks. Each of them had to examine from twenty to thirty 
patents a week, and of these generally nine or ten were re- 
turned, because they were irregular, or contained claims which 
the Crown could not allow. These duties occupied time during’ 
which the law officers might earn larger emoluments than they 
received, and their neglect would produce much injury to trade, 
commerce, and manufactures. 

After a little further conversation, 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL, in reference to an observation of 
the member for Radnor, assured the committee that no part of 
the duties of the Attorney or Solicitor-General was performed 
by deputy. With respect to the fees, the acceptance of office 
was productive of loss rather than of emolument. 

‘The amendment was negatived without a division. 


Wednesday, July 14. 
LEASES AND SALES OF SETTLED Estares Act AMEND- 
MENT Bri1.* 

Mr. Apams moved to discharge the order for the second 
reading of this Bill which he intended, however, to re-introduce 
early next year. 

Mr. Cox hoped that if an attempt were to be made next 
session to empower Sir Thomas Wilson to enclose Hamp- 


* This Bill must not be confounded with that brought into the House of 








Mi. Muxior ‘said, he considered the time had arrived for 


Lords by Lord Cranworth, 
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stead Heath, a Bill would be introduced for that express 
purpose. 

Mr. Apams knew nothing of Sir Thomas Wilson. The 
object of his Bill was general, and he had received communi- 
cations in its favour from many parts of the country. 

The order was discharged. 

Thursday, July15. 
County Court Districts Brit. 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Leerrimacy DECLARATION BILL, 

This Bill passed through committee. 

oceans eee 


Amendinent of the Wankruptey and 
insolbency Laws. 


The second meeting of the committee on Bankruptcy and 
Insolvency, appointed, on the motion of Lord John Russell, by 
the National Association for the Promotion of Social Science, 
at its first annual meeting at Birmingham, in October, 1857, 
was held at the office of the association, 3, Waterloo-place, Pall 
Mall, London, on the 20th of May, 1858. ‘The object of* the 
meeting was to consider the Bill prepared by the sub-commitee 
appointed in the previous month of November, and which had 
been forwarded to the Chambers and Societies represented on the 
committee. 

G. W. Hasrines, Esq., was called to the chair. 

The chairman made a statement of the principal provisions 
in the Bill, and the reasons which induced the sub-committee 
to adopt those provisions. ‘The following are the most important 
portions of his address :—“I will mention the course which 
we adopted respecting the 12th resolution passed at Bir- 
minghamn*, A letter was addressed to all the Chambers of 
Commerce and Trade Protection Societies, asking their opinion 
as to the court to which the jurisdiction in bankruptcy and 
insolyency ought to be given. Nearly all the bodies to whom 
we sent gave a reply—not very speedily, however, for at the 
first meeting we were obliged to postpone the consideration of 
the subject on account of the fewness of the answers received; 
but at the second meeting the replies were numerous. On 
reading them to the sub-committee, this singular result was 
apparent; just one half were in favour of one opinion, and the 
other half were on the opposite side; so that the sub-committee 
were still left with all the responsibility on their shouldersf. 
On this result we though it desirable to come to the best 
compromise we could; and we consider that the most advisable 
course would be to retain the district courts, but to give the 
county courts a concurrent jurisdiction. 

“ This Bill is a consolidating measure, repealing all the statute 
law relating to bankruptcy, and all that relates to insolvency 
also. If the Bill passes, we shall have all the bankruptcy and 
insolvency statute law in one Act, and that in itself is a boon 
to the commercial community which it is difficult to over- 
estimate. We propose that the Insolvent Court of London and 
the separate insolvent jurisdictions of the county courts 
should be abolished, and that Bankruptcy and Insolvency shall 
henceforth be administered by one tribunal. There seems to be 
some impression ou the minds of the Lancashire and Preston 
‘Trade Protection Societies, that we are doing them a grieyous harm 
by carrying out in this respect the instructions of the 
committee at Birmingham. They think we are taking away 
cheap means of justice in insolvency cases, and giving them 
nothing in return; but if those gentlemen will look at clanses 
328-347 of the Bill, they will. see that those clauses just meet 
the cases they refer to. They are expressly framed in order to 
enable insolvent debtors, who have little or nothing, to petition 
either the Bankruptcy Court or the county court, and to obtain 
a discharge without the necessity of adjudication. With 
regard to this question of the fusion of bankruptcy and 
insolvency, I have heard an objection raised in London, to 
which it may be necessary to pay some attention; it is, how- 
ever, one entirely of detail, and 1 think it may be met by a very 
simple provision. It has been stated by London solicitors and 





* “X11. That the question of the particular Court which shall. exercise 
jurisdiction in Bankruptey and Insolyency, shall be submitted to the 
various Chambers of Commerce and Trade Protection Societies in England, 
with a view to eljcit their opinion, for the guidance of the sub-committee 
tobe hereafter appointed by this meeting.” 

+ Almost all the answers, howéver, admitted the necessity for further 
localization in bankruptey. The Chambers who were opposed to county 
court jurisdiction were for the most part in favour of making the commis- 
sioners go circuits to the principal towns in each district. -.- 





merchants that it would be extremely inconvenient to burdey 
the Court of Bankruptcy in London with the ordinary in. 
solvency cases. They admit the desirableness of fusing the 
law, but they say that one court ought not to administer both 
classes of cases, because the business of the Court of 
Bankruptcy consists in winding up the estates of merchants, 
while the Insolvent Court is chiefly occupied with investi 

the affairs of debtors who have little or nothing, who not 
unfrequently are rogues, and must be dealt with in 4 
peculiar manner. I do not quite understand the difficulty 
of trying different sorts of cases in the same court,—our 
Common Law Courts do so: at Guildhall, at Westminster, 
and on circuit. You may hear in the morning a trial 
relating to a landed estate of thousands a year ; later 
in the day, a mercantile case, involving £10,000 or £20,000; 
and in the afternoon, the same judge, the same jury, and 
the same counsel, dispose of an action for damages for a cab 
running over a boy in the streets, or of a trumpery case of 
assault. I do not pretend to say that the-objection I allude to 
does not exist; but if it do, then it will be easy to arrange that 
one of the commissioners shall sit separately, just as one of the 
judges of the Queen’s Bench sits in the Bail Court. If we 
sweep away the artificial distinction between bankruptcy and in. 
solvency, there will always remain the natural distinctions 
between the cases where there are assets for distribution among 
the creditors, and those where there are no assets, and between 
the cases of fraudulent and honest debtors, and it will be easy 
to send the cases where there are no assets to a separate com- 
missioner. 

“The Bill also abolishes the technical distinction between 
trader and non-trader. I fear that on this portion of the measure 
we may have to encounter considerable opposition. I understood 
the Attorney-General to say, when I saw him not long since on 
the subject, that such an enactment might be theoretically good, 
but that practically it would be difficult to effect it. I cannot 
see what, except unreasonable prejudice, stands in the way of 
placing all debtors in precisely the same position. I cannot see, 
for instance, why a medical man who has dispensed a few medi- 
cines to his patients, should go to onecourt to obtain a discharge 
from his liabilities, while a medical man ‘wlio has confined 
himself to writing prescriptions ‘should be sent to another. [ 
do not know why an attorney should be dealt with differently 
as an attorney and as a scrivener; and why a professional man 
or a landowner who is a shareholder in a company, should 
receive different treatment as a shareholder from what he 
would receive if he were a merchant. I could multiply 
instances of the absurdity of the present state of things, and [ 
may remind you, as I reminded the Attorney-General, that this 
distinction does not exist in Scotland. If, then, it be asked, 
would you make a peer a bankrupt? I reply, that all the peersof 
Scotland, and all the English peers who have property in 
Scotland, must go into the Bankruptcy Court there if they 
cannot meet there creditors. I hope that the committee will 
stand firmly by this portion of the Bill ; it embodies a most 
important provision ; and I believe that the mercantile commu- 
nity and the legal profession alike, are coming to be 
unanimous on the point. Every one who thinks at’ all on the 
subject, or at least who thinks impartially, arrives at the con- 
clusion, that it is time to do away with this anomalous 
distinction—a distinction which was never deliberately laid 
down, but which seems to have arisen out of legislative accident. 
Indeed, it is a fact, that non-traders can at present go into 
Bankruptcy Court by a sort of side-provision, by virtue of 4 
statute which is, I believe, commonly known by the name of 
the “Gentleman’s Act.” If non-traders can avail themselves 
quietly of the provisions of that enactment, they-may as well 
go openly into the Court. [Mr. Miller, of Bristol, here 
remarked that the proceedings under that Act were private.] 
It may be desirable in many cases, both of traders and non-tra- 
ders, that the proceedings should be private, and you will see 
that we have had that contingency in view in preparing the Bill; 
but I think that the circumstances of each particular case 
should regulate the mode of treatment, and not any arbitrary 
distinction. 

“ We have also embodied in the Bill what are called the ‘Dead 
Men’s Clauses,’ which formed part of the ‘Bankruptey ‘Consoli- 
dation Bill’ of 1849, and have lately been again introduced by 
Lord Brougham*. a 

“We have transferred the salaries of the judges and other 
officers of the Court, and all the pensions and compensa 
charged upon. the fees by former Acts, to the Consolidated 


* These clauses enable the representatives.of a deceased debtor to — 
to the Court of Bankruptcy for distribution of the estate. ..4 similar 
sion is in force in Scotland. 








:223 


a 
i) 


EGEE2S 58 


eeouh eee eB eeeesseseSarsgss 88823 


sanmeorenw Sf 


14a @& © © oft CO. 






ae -fe° 
cars 3 0 


—Oour 


a 


=—Ts 4S SBT asks s 


T= * =a 








eek ll® 


Jury 17, 1858. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 








_ Fund; and, should this provision be adopted by Parliament, a 


great portion of the expense will be saved to the creditors. We 
cannot admit that the salaries of Bankruptcy judges stand on 
a different footing from those of other judicial persons; they are 
ublic officers, appointed for public purposes, acting for the 
“wes benefit, and should therefore be paid out of the public 
ds. Looking at the parliamentary returns, it will be seen 
that a very considerable portion of the expense charged on 
bankrupt estates is due to these salaries and compensations, and 
I am surprised to find, from the letters we have received, that 
some of the bodies represented on this committee consider that 
the Bill is caleulated to perpetuate the existing scale of 
expense. But this is impossible; for even supposing the pro- 
ceedings in Bankruptcy under this Bill should, in other respects, 
cost as much as at present (the probability of which I entirely 
deny), the burden on the creditors must, at any rate, be 
diminished by the amount of these salaries and compensations. 
“T now come to the only resolution passed in Birmingham 
which the committee have not embodied in the Bill—the 5th*. 
When we sent instructions to our draftsmen, we directed the 
fulfilment of this resolution, as of all the others, but we sub- 
sequently received from them the following opinion :— 

“ We have considered the instructions laid before us for the preparation 
of a Bill to amend and consolidate the laws of bankruptcy and insolvency, 
and there is one point to which we think it right at once to call the atten- 
tion of our clients. 

“We refer to the 5th Resolution of the committee, namely, ‘ That the 
winding-up of joint stock companies be entrusted to the same jurisdiction 
as bankruptcy and insolvency.’ After a careful consideration of the sub- 
ject, we feel bound to express our opinion, that to attempt to encumber an 
Act, having for its object the consolidation of the law of bankruptcy and 
insolvency, with questions relative to the winding-up of joint stock com- 
panies, would be highly inexpedient, and contrary to all sound principles of 


“ The jurisdictions are essentially distinct, and have distinct ends in view, 
and would remain distinct even if vested in the same court. Besides this, 
we are of opinion that it would be impossible to constitute district courts 
capable of satisfactorily winding up joint stock companies in times like the 
present, without permanently keeping them over-officered for their ordinary 
business. A consolidation of the Joint Stock Companies Winding-up Acts 
may be highly desirable, but it should in our decided opinion be comprised, 
not in a Bankruptcy and Insolvency Consolidation Act, but either in a 
separate enactment, or by way of consolidation of the whole law of joint 
stock companies, Sign Henry Fox Bristowe. 

“ Lincoln’s-inn, March 3, 1858.” Epwaap Fry.” 

“ Tread that opinion, at the next meeting, to the sub-committee’ 
and they resolved, that they would not attempt to carry out 
that 5th Resolution in the present Bill. I may observe, that the 
resolution does not say that it is to be embodied in the same 
Bill with the others, but only affirms it to be desirable that the 
jurisdiction of winding up insolvent joint stock companies 
should be vested in the same court as bankruptcy and insol- 
vency. That is the opinion of us all; but there is no reason 
why it should not be carried out by a separate measure, con- 
solidating and amending all the Winding-up Acts. I should 
go further than Mr. Bristowe and Mr. Fry do in their opinion, 
for I do not only think that it may be desirable to give this 
jurisdiction to the Bankruptcy Court—I think, beyond all 
doubt, it is highly desirable to do so, and I hope that this com- 
mittee will be able to take up the subject and to prepare a 
measure of that nature; at the same time, I agree that it is not 
expedient to attempt it in the present Bill, for the subject 
would require great additional labour and consideration. It 
seems to me, that to delay our Bill on Bankruptcy, having 
made up our minds as to existing evils and their appropriate 
remedies, in order to incorporate provisions for the winding-up 
of joint stock companies, would be very unwise, Those pro- 
visions must form a distinct portion of the measure, and there 
is therefore no reason why they should not be made the subject 
of a separate Bill. 

“T now come to that portion of the measure which relates to 
private arrangements. Upon this head I need not say very 
much, because the resolutions passed at Birmingham on this 
subject were expressed with very considerable detail, and have 
been faithfully carried out. The sub-committee have taken 
great pains with these clauses, and we are persuaded that they 
will fulfil all the purposes required. Deeds and memoranda of 
arrangement signed by a certain proportiont will be rendered 
obligatory on creditors who- have. not signed. They will be 
registered in the Bankruptcy Court, or county court; their 
trusts will be summarily enforceable by application to the 
court, which will have power to call the debtor before it, to 
examine him as. to his conduct, and to deal with him as it 
thinks proper. The object of these clauses is to effect that 
which the commercial community have so much desired—a 





* “V. That the winding-up of joint stock companies be entrusted to the 
same jurisdiction as bankruptcy and insolvency. : 
t A majority in number and four-fifths in value. 





judicial record of private arrangements, and 
enforcing them without having recourse to 
Chancery. I believe that if these clauses are carried, 
benefits will result. Merchants will be enabled to wind up 
estates after the same fashion as they now voluntarily choose, 
while they will obtain the additional advantage of being 
able to refer to a court as to matters in which they are at 
present powerless. 
(To be continued.) 


is 


Law Amendment Society. 


This society met on June 21; Lord BrouGHam in the chair. 

Mr. Hastings laid on the table the list which had’ been 
moved for of the number of attendances of the managers. 

Mr. Epwarp WEBSTER moved that the report of the Com- 
mittee on Chancery Procedure be adopted. He supported the 
motion by extracts taken from the evidence before the Chancery 
Commission. 

Mr. WRIGHTSON seconded the motion, which was carried. 

Mr. E. Wesster then moved the following resolutions :-— 

1. That, in the opinion of this society, the oral examination of witnesses 
in Ch ncery proceedings should take place before the judge who has to de- 
cide the cause, and not before an examiner. 

2. That, at the hearing of causes in the Court of Chancery, the evidence 
should be taken continuously, as at Nisi Prius, until it is concluded. 

3. That any party to a suit in the Court of Chancery should have a 
right to the oral examination of any witness before the judge who is to 
decide the cause. 

4, That, for the purpose of aiding the Court of Chancery in the adjudi- 
cation of causes, there should be a sufficient number of sworn steno- 
graphists employed at the public expense to take down, in short-hand, the 
questions and answers occurring on the oral examination of witnesses at 
the hearing of causes, and to furnish the Court with a verbal version of 
his notes, duly certified ; and the parties should be at liberty to use copies 
of such version in the Court of Appeal, subject to the right conferred by 
the resolution numbered 3. 

5. That if the Court of Chancery, in its present condition, should not be 
able with proper expedition to do the business of hearing causes on oral 
evidence, or on oral and non-oral evidence centinuously, as at Nisi Prius, 
a sufficient number of additional Vice-Chancellors’ Courts should be esta- 
blished. 

6. That equitable jurisdiction, to a limited extent, should be given to the 
judges of the local courts. 

7. That the Court of Chancery should have no power to assess damages, 
except by a jury in open court. 

8. That the Court of Chancery should have power to disallow any wit- 
ness his expenses who had declined, when formally requested by a party to 
a cause, to make an affidavit of facts within his knowledge, or of facts 
within his information and belief. 

On the first resolution Mr. Cooxson pointed out the hardships 
that would arise in cases where the witnesses lived out of Lon- © 
don. 

Lord BrovucHam asked whether it was really proposed that 
witnesses should in all cases be compelled to come up from dis- 
tant places to be examined. 

Mr. Henry ALLEN suggested that the county courts should 
be brought to aid. One of the resolutions proposed was to that 
effect, and he thought that a limited equity jurisdiction should 
be at once extended to those courts. ’ 

Lord BroveHam said, that the great difficulty was how to 
draw the limit in equitable jurisdiction. In cases of debt or 
tort, it was easy to draw the line at twenty, or fifty, or a 
hundred pounds; but how could they affix a money limit in 
cases of infraction of trust or guardianship? It had, therefore, 
been suggested, that in conferring equitable powers on the 
county courts, the jurisdiction should be unlimited, but that 
either party should be allowed to remove the cause to the Court 
of Chancery; the county court judge, of cousse, taking the oral 
evidence, and reporting upon it. 

Mr. Gotpsmip, Q.C., moved as an amendment, that the 
resolution should stand thus— 

That in the opinion of this society the oral examination of witnesses 
in Chancery proceedings should take place before the Court, and not 
before an examiner, unless the Court, on special application, should other- 
wise direct. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

The second resolution, after some discussion, was agreed to, as 
follows :— 

That, in cases heard in the Court of Chancery, such oral examination 
should, so far as practicable, be taken continuously as at Nisi Prius. 

On the third resolution, Mr. Gonpsmip, Q. C., moved as an 
amendment that the resolution should stand as follows:— 

That any party to a suit in the Court of Chancery should have a right 
to the oral examination of any witness before the judge who is to i 
the cause, except in cases of appeal, in which the judge is to have the dis- 
cretion. 

Mr. Cookson supported the amendment. A poor man 
might be absolutely ruined by a wealthy litigant, if the power 
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aimed at by the original resolution were conferred on the parties 
to a suit. 

Mr. H. F. Bristow’ and Mr. E. WxeBster supported the 
original resolution, which they considered followed logically 
from the preceding, as it was quite as necessary that the right of 
oral examination should be given in appeal as at the original 
hearing, 

Mr. Henry ALwen said, that, in the common law courts, 
witnesses were not heard on appeal, but only when a new trial 
was- granted. 

Mr. E. Wesster replied, that the appeal in Chancery was a 
new hearing, and equivalent to a new trial at common law. 

Mr. Hastin6s said, if the procedure in the courts of common 
law and equity was to be assimilated, a new trial could only be 
obtained at common law on showing sufficient cause to the 
whole Court. In Chancery, on the other hand, a re-hearing 
could be obtained on the mere application of a party; and it 
could not be just to allow either party at his own option to com- 
pel the fresh examination of all the witnesses. 

The amendment was carried on a division. 

The fourth resolution was carried, with the omission of the 
words at the end after “ Court of Appeal.” 

The fifth resolution was carried as follows:— 

That if the enactment of the principles of the above resolutions should 
render the present staff of the Court of Chancery insufficient for the trans- 
action of the business of the court, a proper number of additional judges 
ought to be appointed 

On the sixth resolution, Lord Brouciam thought the words, 
“ to a limited extent” should be omitted from the resolution, 
thus affirming the general principle, but leaving the details for 
further consideration. 

The resolution thus altered was agreed to. 

The seventh resolution was withdrawn, and the eighth 
postponed. 

The meeting then adjourned. 


This society met again on June 28; Lord BrovucHam in the 
chair. 

Mr. Hastines read the annual report of the council. 

Mr. TwaM Ley, on the question being put, that the report be 
received, took the opportunity, as one of the auditors, of ex- 
pressing his satisfaction at the present state of the finances. 

Mr. CHARLES WEBSTER, the other auditor, concurred in the 
sentiments expressed by his colleague. 

The report was ordered to be received. 

Mr. Pirr TayLor moved that Lord BroveHam be elected 
President of the society for the ensuing year. 

Mr. Epwarp LawRANce seconded the motion, which was 
carried by acclamation. 

The other officers were then re-elected, and the society ad- 
journed till November next. 


a 7 


Births, Plarviages, and Deaths. 
BIRTHS. 
ELGER—On July 11, at 31 Rutland-gate, the wife of Gwyn Elger, Esq., 
Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 
ee oe July 12, at 6 Camden-square, the wife of Charles Edwards 
reeman, Esq., of a son. 

HILL On "July 8, at 4 Manor-road-villas, Upper Holloway, Mrs. Henry 
Hill, of a daughter. 

INDERWICK—On July 15, at 15 Thurloe-square, eps the wife of 
Frederick Andrew Inderwick, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a sor 

RHODES—On July 12, at the residence of her tacher-In-la, ”Denmark- 
hill, Surrey, the wife of Arthur Charles Rhodes, Esq., of a 

bes ot July 7, at Campden-hill-road, Kensington, the ‘wife of W. 

nr hee son, Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 

SHE! AN—On- July 12, at Bellefield-house, Parson’s-green, Middlesex, 

the wife of Henry B. Sheridan, Esq., M.P., of a daughter. 


MARRIAGES. 
ri, ce gia July 13, at West Hackney church, by the Rey. T. 
vis Lamb, rector, Mr. Harry Emlyn Jones, to Jane, eldest daughter of 
el late R. G. Barton, Esq., Solicitor, Windsor. 
DEATHS. 

CHILD—On July 10, at Herne Bay, aged four years and four months, 
 mgeo daughter of Mr. Henry Child, Solicitor, of Turnwheel-lane, 

en and King Edward’s-road, Hackney. 

WHITE—On July 13, at Merton, Surrey, Mary, the wife of Edward White, 
of Great Marlborough-street, Esq. 

—_——_~——_——- 
Anclarmed Stock in the Bank of Bugland. 

The Amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 

to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants 
appear port Three Months :-— 

Bruce, Ann, Wife of Ninian Bruce, Esq., of Sandhurst, Berks, and the said 
Nowan Bauce, £1,428: 12:0 "34 per Cent. Reduced.—Claimed by 
Louisa ALicia FRAZER, wife of Daniet Frazer, adminisiratrix of ANN 
Bavce, who was the survivor. 

, The Right Hon. Tuomas Lorp, £2057 : 17 : 3 Consols.:—Claimed by 
JAMES Havcuron Laneston, the surviving executor. 





Founsron, — Widow, Athenian-cottage, Plymouth, £48 Long Annui- 
ties, ig pe . 10, 1859.—Claimed by Exiza Foutston. 

JENKINS, WARD Francis, Ship Agent, St. Helena, Many LaMBeEr Jey. 
kins, his wife, and Mary Jenkins, a minor, £21: 10:0 Consols.— 
Claimed by Epwarp Francis JENKINS, Mary LAMBERT JENKINS, and 
Mary Jenkins (now of age). 

Ricuarps, Gruirrira, Esy., Old-square, Lincoln’s-inn, £5126: 13:4 
per Cent. Reduced.—Claimed by Risuarp Ricnarps, Esq., the surviving 
executor. 

Scorr, Joun, Gent., Bromley, £1470 New Four per Cents.—Claimed by 
Rey. Francis Storr, Clerk, one of the executors. 

Spry, Admiral Tuomas, RN. + and CLEMENT CaRLYON, M.D., Truro, 
£27: 19: | New Three per Cents.—-Claimed by CLEMENT CaRLYon, the 
survivor. 

TaTuaM, Epwarp, Gent., Caurfield parish, Tunstall, Lancashire, £1398 
New 34 per Cents.—Claimed by Epwarp TaTuam, the executor. 


Money HHarket. 


Crry, Friday Evening. 

The English Funds and the money-market in general con- 
tinue without improvement. The closing money price of Con- 
sols this afternoon is 954 to 95} per cent.; and the Indian Loan 
Debentures stand at 99} to 99% per cent. 

The ship Royal Charter, from Australia, relative to the safety 
of which great anxiety was felt, arrived on Wednesday with 
gold and sovereigns valued at £405,328. 

From the Bank of England return for the week ending the 
14th inst., it appears that the amount of notes in circulation is 
£20,783,360, being an increase of £245,590; and the stock of 
bullion in both departmentsis £16,898,666, showing a decrease 
of £509,991 when compared with the previous return. 

Reports from the manufacturing districts show generally a 
favourable state of trade; the statements regarding operations 
at Leeds, Manchester, Nottingham, Leicester, and several other 
important localities, are satisfactory, and, as the railway market 
has materially improved, there is no reason to doubt gradual 
amendment in commercial affairs, although not so rapid and 
decisive as might be desired. 

The dulness and distrust which are assumed to exist, and 
said to be attributable to offensive preparations on the part of 
France, are not clearly a fact. Although Consols have gradually 


‘ declined in the course of two months from 98 to 95 per cent., it 


cannot be maintained that the present price is inconveniently 
low. And with regard to the state of commercial affairs in 
France, a correct picture would be less unfavourable than those 
which have been lately put forward. ‘The present prices of 
stock on the Paris Bourse, compared with the beginning of the 
year, are not greatly depressed. On the lst of January, the 
French 3 per Cents. were quoted at 68f. 30c., and the price 
quoted several days this week is the same. As the Bank of 
France is full of bullion, it is reasonable to believe that the 
large exportation of gold from this country, which still con- 
tinues, is for the purpose of investments in France and other 
continental states, thereby affording evidence of renewed acti- 
vity in social and commercial undertakings. 

The half-yearly meeting of the Union Bank of London was 
held on Wednesday, the Governor, Sir Peter Laurie, presiding. 
The directors presented a report which appeared to be satis- 
factory to the shareholders. It shows a net profit for the last 
half year of 67,4951. 8s. 7d., and enables a dividend to be 
declared at the rate of 10 per cent. per annum, and a bonus of 
2} per cent. on the paid-up capital; also to appropriate 
£15,000 as an addition to the reserve fund, which previously 
stood at £150,000. The Bank holds Government securities, 
City bonds, and cash in hand and at call, amounting to about 
£2,600,000. 

The half-yearly meeting of the London Joint Stock Bank 
was held yesterday. The report of the directors was unani- 
mously adopted. It proposed a dividend for the half-year end- 
ing June 30 of 12} per cent. per annum, and also a bonus of 
10s. per share on 60,000 paid-up shares of £10 each. The 
sum of £32,370 17s. 6d. is carried forward to profit and loss 
new account. 

———~<———--— 
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English sunds. 





ENGLIsH FUNDs. Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed. Thur. 
| ' 
Bank Stock ........-.| 222 | .. (992 921) 299 (999 993 
3 per Cent. Red. Ann i PaaS 
3 per Cent. Cons. Amn... 95 4 4 595 45 5 
New 3 per Cent. Ann... Py 
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Leaseholds, Nos, 11 & 12, Rose-cottages, D’Eynsford-road ; term, 99 
from March, 1858, at a peppercorn the first year, £6 for remainder 
term ; let at £33 : 16:0 per annum.—Sold for £220. 

Leaseholds, Nos, 1 & 2, Se EY , Camberwell ; term, 99 years from June 
24, 1854; ground-rent, let at £49 per annum.—Sold for £395. 


At. THE Magt.—By Messrs. Humpureys & WatLEn. 


The Manor of Canewdon-hall, near Rochford and Southend, — = heed a its 
fines, quit-rents, and heriots. The copyhold land comprises about 
acres, with various houses, &c., thereon; average receipts about ast 
per annum.—Sold for £1320. 

Leaseholds, Nos. 4, 5, & 6, Vassall-terrace, Holland-road, Brixton; term, 
80 years from Christmas, 1842; ground-rent, £18 ; let at £92 per annum. 
—Sold for £600. 

By Messrs. Pace & Cammpron. 

Leasehold Residence, No. 5, Cambridge-square, Paddington ; term, 94 years 
from Dec. 25, 1841; ground-rent, £20 per annum; let on wn 3 at 75200 
per annum. —Sold fo for £2200. 

By Mr. Buss. 

Leaseholds, Nos. 12 & 14, Sussex-street, Warwick-square, Pimlico; term, 
80 years from Christmas, 1851; ground-rent, £9 per house ; estimated 
value, £60 each per annum. —Sold for £690 each. 

Leasehdld, No. 45, Winchester-street ; term, same as above; ground-rent, 
£5; let at £35 per annum.—Sold for £400. 

Leaseholds, Nos. 26, 30, 32, & 34, Hanover-street; term, 71 years from 
Christmas, 1853; ground-rent, £7 : 10 : 0 per house ; let at from £36 to 
£40 per annum. “Sold for £370 each. 

Leaseholds, Nos. 50, 52, 54,56, 58, & 60, Hanover-street; same term as 
preceding ; ground-rent, ‘£7: 7: 0 per house ; let at £36 each per annum. 
—Sold for £350 eac 

At Gaxraway’s.—By Mr. R, Caapwicx. 

Leasehold Dwelling-house and Chemist’s Shop, No. 12, Halsey-terrace, 
Chelsea ; term, 98 years from Ladyday, 1845; ground-rent, £10; let at 
£60 per ‘annum.—Sold for £610. 


AT THE Mart.—By Messrs, Rusnwortu & JaRvis. 
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Estate Exchange Report, 


(For the week ending July 8, 1858.) 


At Garraway’s.—By Messrs. FAREBROTHER, CLARK, & Lye. 

The Advowson of Pontesbury, Diocese of Hereford, County Salop, subject to 
the life of the present incumbent, aged 36 ; rectory-house, gardens, ont- 
buildings, 22 acres glebe land ; the rent-charge commuted at £785 per 
annum.—Sold for £2000. 

One third-part or share of a Freehold Residence, 19, James-street. Bucking- 
ham-gate ; also a piece of leasehold ground attached thereto, held for 73 
years from March, 1818, at a peppercorn; the whole let at £120 per 
annum.—Sold for £960. 

One undivided third of one undivided moiety of and in one-fiftieth share in 
the Westminster Society for Insurance on Lives, &c.—Sold for £500. 


By Mr. G. Dovea.. 
Leasehold Houses, Nos. 1, 2, 3, & 4, Edward’s-place, D’Eynsford-road, Cam- 


Surrey ; peony 24, 1854; ground- 
13; let at 09 por annume,_Sold for 2540 veo aig 





1 hold Resid , No. 16, Guilford-street, Russell-square ; term, 32 years 
a Lady-day last, at £13: 13:0; let at £65 per annum.—Sold for 


Leasehold Residences, Nos. 55 & 56, Upper Stamford-street, Blackfriars ; 
term, 284 years from Lady-day last ; ground-rent, £6 per house; let at 
£40 each per annum.—Sold for £230 each. 

Leasehold, No. 57, Upper Stamford-street ; same term and ground-rent ; 
let at £42 per annum.—Sold for £250. 


By Mr. W. G. Brown. 

Leasehold, Eight Houses in Nelson-street and Nelson-place, Great Cam- 
bridge-street, Hackney-road; term, 43 years unexpired; ground-rent, 
£20; gross rental, £64 : 7 : 0.—Sold for £170. 

Leasehold, Nos. 1 to 6, Bell-cottages, Howard-street, Wandsworth-road ; 
term, 28 years; ground-rent, £8; producing £46 : 16 : 0 per annum.— 


Sold for £120. 
By Norton, Hoceanrt, & Trisr. 


Freehold Farm, Donnington, Bucks, comprising farm-houses, out 
&c., and 108a. Or. Ip. land; let at £160: 13: 4 per annum.—Sold 
£4650 


Freehold, Pann Mills, Chipping, Wycombe, Bucks, with dwelling-house - 
adjoining ; let at £140 per annum.—Sold for £2500 


By Messrs. Francis, Furter, & Co. 


Leasehold Residence, No. 18, Bloomsbury-square, with coach-house and 
stable in the rear; term, 96 years from Lady-day, 1803; ground-rent, 
£31 : 10: 0; let at £90 per annum.—Sold for £500. 

An Annuity of £50, on the life of a gentleman aged 68 ; with Two Policies 
of Assurance on his life, for £300 and £250.—Sold for £610. 


By Messrs. Bromiry & Son. 

Leasehold Dwelling House, No. 2, Nottingham-place, William-street, York- 
street, Commercial-road ; term, 29 years from an ground- 
rent, £3: 15: 0; let at £21 per annum.—Sold for £150. 

Leasehold, No. 3, Nottingham-place same term and ground-rent ; let at 
£18 per annum.—Sold for £14 

Leasehold, Ten Cottages, Willow: walk, Ilford, Essex; let at £74: 4:0 per 
annum ; also, Ground-rents, £12 per annum; held for 29 years from 
Christmas, 1858 ; ground-rent, £10.—Sold for ‘£410. 

Leasehold House and Premises, High-road, Ilford; term, 47 years from 
Midsummer, 1858; ground-rent, £3: 10: 0; let at £16 per annum.— 
Sold for £140. 

Freehold, Three ay Barking-lane, Ilford; let at £32: 10: 0 per 
annum.—Sold for £345 


By Messrs. Dante Suita, Son, & Oakuer. 


Freehold and Copyhold, “ High Hall Farm,” Tollesbury, Essex ; farm- 
house, out-buildings, &c.; and 277a. lr. 4p. arable and meadow land ; 
let at £230 per annum. —Sold for £6000. 


By Messrs. Norton, Hoccart, & Trist. 


Freehold Ground-rent of £30 per annum, secured upon an extensive pro- 
perty, Delce-lane, Rochester, Kent; 10a. = 4p., with numerous tene- 
ments, &c., erected thereon.—Sold for £20 

Freehold Dwelling House, No. 11, Taeechs, Oli Kent-road; let at 
£15 : 12: 0 per annum.—Sold for £110. 

Freehold, No, 12, Triangle ; let at £15 : 12 : 0 per annum.—Sold for £135. 


By Mr. Gress. 


Freehold House, No. 21, Water-iane, Great Tower-street, City ; let at £112. 
pefrannum.—Sold for "£1 500, 


At Garrawar's.—By Messrs. Green & Son. 


“ The White Horse” public-house, 105, Long-acre ; held for 61 years from 
Michaelmas, 1828, at £70 per annum.—Sold for £1 90. 

“The Star and Garter” public-house, Poland-street, Oxford-street ; held 
2 oe oa 1847, at a rental of £67 per annum ; let at 
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“The Cambridge Arms” beer-house, ‘Adam’s-terrace. terrace, Hampstead-road ; 
held for a term of 21 years from ———— 1852, at a rent of £60 per 
annum, and let. at same rent.—Sold for 

‘¢ The Champion ” beer-house, Wells-street, Caiad-aitett: held for 9 years 
page Michaelmas, 1852, subject to the rent of £82 per annum.—Sold 

for £30. 


“ The Victory ” beer-house, No. 1, China-row, Battle-bridge; held for 36} 
years from Michaelmas, 1848, ‘at arent of £18 per annum; let at £22 
per annum.—Sold for £35. 


At THE Mart.—By Messrs. Beapgt & Son. 


Freehold and part Copyhold, Elmdon and Crishall, Essex, farm-house, 
homestead, labourer’s cottage, &c., and 250a. Ir. 32p. arable and grass 
land.—Sold for £7000. 

Freehold and Copyhold Farm, Elmdon, Essex, comprising farm-house, 
pa Sp a and also two allotments in Elmdon Fields ; in all, 135a. Or. 8p. 
—Sold 

Freehold and Copyhold, Catmere End, Littlebury ; farm-house, homestead, 
&c. ; in all, 56a. 2r. 17p.; let at £62 per annum.—Sold for £2350. 

Freehold Allotment, Arable Land, Littlebury; Green-road, Littlebury, 
12a. Ir. 36p. ; let at £14 per annum.—Sold 40. 

Freehold and Copyhold Enclosure and Arable Land, “ Broom Shot,” Cat- 
mere End, Littlebury; 13a. Ir. Op.; let at £15 per annum.—Sold for 


£660. 
Copyhold Field, Pasture Land, close to the above; 3a. 2r. 22p.; let at £4 
r annum.—Sold for £100. 

Freehold, Ann’s-wood, Catmere End, and several enclosures, arable, grass, 

= wood land, altogether 20a. 3r. 4p. ; let at £11 per annum.—Sold for 
4170. 

Freehold Enclosure, Accommodation Land, White Hart-lane, Tottenham, 
Middlesex, containing 2a. 2r. 10p., with enclosed yard, loose boxes, &c. 
—Sold for £700. 

By Messrs. Bucxianp & Son. 


Copyhold, two fields of Arable Land, near West Bedfont, Hanwell, Middle- 
sex; the lane, and pear-tree close, and paddock adjoining, in all about 
5a. 3r. 6p.—Sold for £350. 


By Messrs. Srrttman & SPENCE. 


Freehold, Four Houses, Church-st., West Ham, Essex; let at £31: 4:0 
per annum.—Sold for £35. 

Freehold Residence, Broadway, Stratford, Essex; estimated value, £26 per 
annum ; also a timber-built shop, &c., adjoining ; let at £13 per annum. 
—Sold for £190. 

Freehold Residence, adjoining the above; estimated value, £26 per 
annum.—Sold for £190. 

—— Plot of Building Ground adjoining, frontage 40 feet.—Sold for 

195. 


At Garraway’s.—By Mr. MurreEcw. 


Leasehold Residence, ‘‘ Howard Villa,” Thistle-grove, Brompton; term, 
61 years from Midsummer, 1817; ground-rent, £6; let at £40 per 
annum.—Sold for £230, fixtures included. 

Freehold Detached Villa, ‘‘ Grove Lodge,” Thistle-grove, Brompton ; let at 
£50 per annum. —Sold for £380, fixtures included 

Freehold Resid No. 35, G -street, Queen’ 's-square, Blooms- 
bury ; let at £40 per annum.—Sold for £450, 

Freehold Residence, No. 19, Gloucester-street ; producing £67 per annum. 
—Sold for £425. 

7 prigenes, No. 13, Gloucester-street ; producing £72 per annum. 
= for 

An improved Net Rental of £25 per annum, arising from four houses, 
known as Walton-cottages, Cumberland-street, Mariborough-road, Chel- 
sea; term, 32 years from Midsummer, 1858.—Sold for £325. 


By Mr. R. Pennxiston Dux. 


Freehold, “ The Bush Hotel,” High-street, Farnham, Surrey; let at £42” 
per annum.—Sold for £5410. 





AT THE Mart.—By Messrs. Datver.—July 6. 


Freehold, Battleshall Farm, and the Great Wood. Stapleford Abbotts, and 
Lambourne, Essex; farm-house, buildings, &c., 257a. Ir. 38p. arable, 
meadow, and pasture land; let at £310 per annum ; also the Great 
Wood, 1a. lr, 22p.—Sold for £3! 

Freehold Black Bush Farm, Essex ; ‘67a. Ir. 25p. arable, meadow, and 
grazing land, with farm-house, farm- -buildings, &.; let at £230 per 
(—¥ also the Little Wood and Broom Grove, lla. ‘or. 28p.—Sold for 


The Manor and Lordship of Battleshall ; comprising about twent - 
; | <7 > 7_ccamememamt also Bourne Plain, about 143 po. 


Sold for £600. 
Freehold Parcel of Arable Land, 8a. Ir. Op.; Moulsham, Chelmsford, 
and Lower Wood, Moulsham, Chelmsford ; 


Essex ; let at £14 per annum. —Sold for £320. 
Freehold, The Lodge, Wood, 
also a small plot of arable land, in all 85a. 3r. 29p.— —Sold for £1850. 


At Tus Mart.—By Mr. Bannes. Ftd ¥s 
£280 per annum. —Sold for £7000. : 
— ans ae No. 103, Drury-lane ; let at £54 per annum.— 
— Dwelling House, No. 25, Blackmoor-street, Drury-lane.—Sold for 
By Messrs. Roperts & Roney. 
“‘Geptember 19, 1640; ground-tens £907 1k at £100 per tasean oon 


for £360. 
Freehold House and Baker's Shop, No. 6, Sunmamees Milton, Gravesend ; 
let at £30 per annum.—Sold for £355. 


By Messrs. Moonz & Tempxe. 
Freehold Private Houses, Nos. 13, 14, & 15, hem gro Png Cross- 
eran: Pall spond ; let at £50 : 17: eee . 
¥: os. 34, = 
poop pe, pomp ~ 6, King oad, Taxepe- 


Leasehold Shops, Nos. 8a, ‘94, and 9, Phoenix-street, - prerssage also 
two private houses, Nos. 56 & 37, Ossulton-street ; term, 24 years, 
from Michaelmas next ; ground-rent, £29:9:0; annual value, £172 
Sold for £860. 

Leasehold House, No. 13, Anne-street, Waterloo-road ; term, 38 years, 
from Lady-day, 1858 ; ground-rent, £6; let at £28 : 12: 0 per annum.— 
Sold for £165. 


Ar Garraway’s,—By Messrs. FareBROTHER, CLARK, & Lye. 
Freehold, Tapton Wood Farm, Denton and Swingfield, Kent; farm-house, 
buildings, and 300 acres of arable, pasture, hop and wood land ; let at 
£250 per annum.—Sold for £6850. 

Freehold, Craven Marsh Farm, Wittersham, Level Iden, Sussex; two 
closes, pasture-land, containing 95a. Or. 38p.; let at £270 per annum, 
—Sold for £7600. 

Freehold, Five Enclosures of Feeding Land, adjoining the above, containing 
about 63a. Or. 29p.; let at £186 per annum.—Sold for £5500. 

Freehold, Five Enclosures, Marsh Land, abutting on the above, containing 
47a. lr. 13p.; let at £122 per annum.—Sold for £3200. 

Improved Leasehold Ground Rents; £69: 6: 0 per annum; secured upon 
coach-houses and stabling, Brunswick- -mews, Brunswick-square, Middle- 
sex; held for terms which will expire in 1893 & 1894, Sold for £750. 


By Mr. Harpine. 


Reversionary Interest, One-sixth Share of £1667: 0:1 3 per cent. Re- 
duced Bank Annuities, and One-seventh Share of £275 : 6 : 10 like 
Bank Annuities, divisible on the death of a lady aged 70; One-seventh 
of produce of freehold house in New Cannon-street ; also the produce of 
freeholds in Little. Moorfields and Whitecross-street ; let at £108 per 
annum.—Sold for £320. 

A similar interest to the above, with additional interest, viz. One-seventh 
Share of £3050 Reduced Bank Annuities, contingent upon a gentleman 
aged 39 surviving the lady above referred to.—Sold for £315. 


Property Sold and Bought in during the last Three Months. 
Sold. Bought in. Total. 





April ........£210,179 £280,448 £490,697 
May ........ 395,695 459,455 855,150 
June ........ 605,382 909,724 ‘1,515,106 

£1,211,256 £1,649,627 £2,860,883 


At THE Mant.—By Messrs. Ventom & Son. 

Leasehold Residences, Nos. 7 & 8, Victoria-terrace, Rochester-square, 
Camden-town ; term, 97 years from Midsummer, 1849; ground-rent, 
£12: 10: 0; let at €80 per annum.—Sold for £405. 

Freehold Marine Residence, No. 2, St. George’s-terrace, Herne Bay, Kent. 
—Sold for £730. 

Freehold and part Copyhold, “The Vine Hall Estate,” Mountfield, near 
Hurst-green, Sussex; family mansion, outbuildings, numerous farm 
buildings, 33 cottages, the “ Bell” Inn, 2 wheelwright’s shops, blacksmith’s 
ry ir &e. _ and 578 acres of arable, meadow, hop, and wood land.—Sold 
for 

la. 3r. in Trechold Marsh Land, in Pevensey Level, Pevensey.—Sold for 

150. 

39a. Or. 9p. Freehold Marsh Land, in Pevensey Level.—Sold for £3320. 

16a. 2r. 7p. Freehold ‘Marsh Land, in Pevensey Level, Bexhill.—-Sold for 
£700. 

By Mr. Beckiey. 

Leasehold, Two Houses and Shops, 16 & 17, Churchway, Euston-rdad; 
term, 414 years from Lady-day, 1841 ; ground-rent, £17 ; let at £43 : 10:0 
per annum.—Sold for £150. 

Leasehold House with Shop, No. 37, Queen-street, Edgeware-road; term, 
47 years from Midsummer, 1858; ground-rent, £7 : 7 : 0.—Sold for 


£350. 
Lehsehold House and Shop, No. 18, Circus-street, Marylebone-road ; 
21 years from Lady-day, 1858 ; ‘ground- -rent, £6: 6:0; let at bao net per 
annum.—Sold for £180. 
By Mr. R. Rove. 


Leasehold Private Houses, Nos. 12 & 13, William-street, Camden-road, 
Holloway; term, 803 years unexpired ; ground- -rent, £5 per house; let 
at £27 each per annum.—Sold for £190 and £200 respectively. 

Leasehold House, No. 53, Prince-street, Lower-road, Deptford; term, 70 

years; ground-rent, £3 ; let at £30 per annum. —Sold for £250. 

Freehold Residence, Eagle House, Broadstairs, Kent.—Sold for £745. 

Freehold Residence, Barfield Cottage, Broadstairs, Kent.—Sold for £325. 

Freehold Residence, Barfield House, Broadstairs ; also, a Plot of Land, ex- 
tending from the Parade to Albion-street.—Sold for £600. 


By Mr. Moone. 
Leasehold, Seven Houses, William-street, “Stepney; term, 65 years; 
pena, £2: 17: 6 per annum each; let at £140 per annum.—Sold 


for £900. 

Leashold Residence, No. 4, Bedford-place, Commercial-road ; term, 74 

=: years from 1819; ground-rent, £4: 16: 0.—Sold for £300. 

Leasehold, Nine Houses, Chatsworth-road, near Forest-gate Railway 
Station ; term, 900 years ; ground- rent, £2: 14: 8 each; let at £128 per 
annum. Sold for £855, 

Leasehold, Four Houses, Nos.7 to 10, Broomfield-street, Poplar New-town; 
term, 99 years; ground-rent, £11; let at £67 ; 12 : 0,—Sold for £400. 


Ar Garpaway’s.—By Mr. Houian, 
The Lease of Webb’s Hotel, Regent’s-cireus, Piccadilly; held for a term of 
9 years from 13th of October, 1858, at a rental of £400 per annum.— 


Sold for £1000. 
a Se 


London Gasrttes. 


Bankrupts. 
Turspar, July 13, 1858. 


CRITCHELL, Atyaup, Cabinet Maker, 1 Upper sea , Covnan-st 


Com. Fane: July 24, at 11; and 20, at 12 Aus. 
Cannan. ou. West, 3 5 Chatehoate, andes om 





jotte-row, Mansion-house. Pet, July 2, 
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HARRISON, EPH MARTINDALE, Warehouseman, 15 Watling-st. Com. 
Fane : ly sat 18-00% and ry 20, at 12; Basinghall-st. Og. Ass. 
Cannan. Sols. Richardson & Sadler, 15 Ola Jewry-chambers. Pet. 


July 10. 

MIDDLETON, James, Ironfounder, Westbromwich. Com. Balguy : July 26, 
and Aug. 16, at 10; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Kinnear. Sols. James & 
Fright, Birmingham. Pet. July 10. 

TAFT, Witt1aM Srrarrornp, Whip Manufacturer, Birmingham. Com. 

on July 26 and Aug. 16, at 10; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Ls 

tes Marshall, Eldon-chambers, Cherry-st., Birmingham. et 











Taly 
ane “Tsract, Horse Dealer and Pork Butcher, Newbury, Berkshire. 
dom, Goulburn: July 26 and Aug. 23, at 12; Basinghall-st Off. Ass. 
ale Sol. Chidley, 10 Basinghall-st. Pet. July 1 
, FREDERIC WILLIAM, Engineer, Coventry. ee Balguy: July 
4 and. Aug. 14, at 11.30; Birmingham. Off. Ass. Kinnear. Sols. 
Marsden, Size-lane, Bucklersbury, London ; or Reece, Birmingham. Pet. 


July 9. 
YOUNG, Groree, Licensed Victualler, Crown Public-house, 1 Great St. 
Andrew-st., Seven Dials. Com. Fane: July 24 and Aug. 20, at 11,30; 
Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. Cannan. Sol. Angell, 41 Watling-st. 


July 10. 
Fauway, July 16, 1858. 


APPLEFORD, Ricuanp Perxtns, out of business, 15 Gloucester-rd., Re- 
own ’s-park, lately carrying on business as a Cement Manufacturer in 
rship with one John Winkfield, East Greenwich (Winkfield & 
Appleford). Com. Evans: July 22, at 2; and Aug. 26, at 11; Basing- 
Ape Off. Ass. Johnson. Sol. Perry, 2 Guildhall-chambers. Pet. 


July 12. 

INGHAM, WittiaM, Innkeeper, Bowling-back-lane, Bradford. Com. Ayr- 
ton: Aug. 2, at 11.30; and Aug. 27, at 11; Commercial-bidgs., Leeds. 
Off. Ass. Hope. a Bentley & Wood, Bradford ; or Cariss & Cudworth, 
leeds. Pet. July 1 

KITSON, Joun, Licensed Victualler, Stoke-upon-Trent. Com. Balguy : 
July 29 and Aug. 19, at 11.30; Birmingham. Off. Ass. Kinnear. Sols. 
James & Knight, Birmingham 3 or Slaney, Newcastle-under-Lyme. Pet. 
daly 15. 

RIGBY, Ricuarp, Licensed Victualler, Liverpool. Com. Perry: July 27 
and Aug. 23, at 11; Liverpool, Of. Ass. Bird. Sols. Anderson & 
Collins, Castle-st., Liverpool. Pet. July 10. 

SHINTON, Jonn, Tea and Provision Merchant, Wolverhampton, and at 
Sturbridge, Worcestershire (Dakin, Shinton, & Co.) Com. Balguy: 
July 29 and Aug. 19, at 11; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Whitmore. Sol. 
Ha: Wolverhampton. Adjn. July 13. 

SKEEN, Epwin ALLEN, Timber Merchant, 24 Montague-st., Spitalfields. 
Com. Fane: July 29, at 1; and Aug. 27, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. Of. 
Ass. Whitmore. Sol. Shepheard, 24 Moorgate-st. Pet. July 14. 

SMALL, Joun, Innkeeper, Pangbourne, Berks. Com. Fane: July 29, at 
12.30; and Aug. 27, at 1; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. 
Holmes, Great James-st., Bedford-row ; or Clark, Reading. Pet. July 7. 

THORPE, Jonn, Grocer, 27 Warrington-st., Ashton-under-Lyne, Lanca- 
shire. July 50, and Aug. 20, at 12; Manchester. Of”. Ass. Hernaman. 
Sol, Darnton, Ashton- under-Lyne. Pet. July 7. 

WORMALD, Tuomas, Licensed Victualler, Manchester. July 27 and 
Aug. 24, at 12; Manchester. Off. Ass. Pott. Sol. Andrew, Manchester. 


Pet. July 8. 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Frivay, July 16, 1858. 

Baooxs, Revsen, Auctioneer & Picture Dealer, 21 Tichborne-st., Hay- 
market, late of Palace Club-chambers, King-st., St. James's (Brooks & 
Co.) July 16. 

De Year, Taomas SamveL, Currier & Leather Seller, now or late of 7 Clif- 
ton-rd., St. John’s-wood. June 11. 


MEETINGS. 
Tuespay, July 13, 1858. 

Buackwett, Joun Howarp, Smethwick, Staffordshire, Georae BENNET, 

Wombourn, Staffordshire (J. H. Blackwell & Co., Smethwick), Iron 
; G. Bennet having also formerly traded as an Iron Master at 
Div. Aug. 4, at 10; Birmingham. Com. Balguy. 

Brapsvry, Henry, Butcher, Tunstall, Staffordshire. Last Ex. (from adj. 
tine die), Aug. 6, at 10; Birmingham. Com. Balguy. 

Hucues, Roser, Upholsterer, 115 Piccadilly, ‘Div. Aug. 5, at 1.30; Ba- 
singhall-st. Com. Fane. 

Keat, Wrettam Henny Joun, & Dante Jackson Roserrs, Merchants, 

Rood-lane, and Prince Edward’s Island. Div. Aug. 4, at 12.30; Basing- 
hall-st. . Fonblanque. 

Sura, Josepa, WitL1AM Situ, & Isaac Nicnors (J. Smith & Co.), 
Worsted Spinners, Bowling, Bradford, Yorkshire. Div. Aug. 3, at 11; 
Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Com. Ayrton, 

Wootr, Lawrence, Oil Cloth Mapateebivar Gorton Brook and Manchester. 
Div. Aug. 5, at 12; Manchester. Com. Skirrow. 

Frinay, July 16, 1858. 
Brown, Jonny, & Geonar WILLIAM Morais, Contractors for Public Works, 
» Rochester, and Gillingham. Pr7. of Dbis. July 27, at 2; 












Pet. 

















































h-st. Com. ers. 
Hanpixe, Witi1aM, Builder, eee and Margate, Kent. Div. Aug. 6; 
at 12.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. 





Hmonno, ALFRED Jongs, Licensed Victualler, Birmingham. Div. July 31, 
at 11.30; Birmingham. Com. y. 

James, ABRAHAM Henry, & Tuomas Ronenrs, Builders, Newport, Mon- 
Mouthshire. Last Ex. (from adj. sine die), Sept. 3, at 11; Bristol. Com. 











Last, Groror Evenrrr, Manure Merchant, Old =. Colchester. Last 
Be. July 2%, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Goul 
—, Dante, Draper, Carnarvon. Div. — 10, at 11; Liverpool. 
Wann, Roser Groror, Draper, Liverpool. Div. Aug. 9, at 11; Liver- 
pool, Com. tome » Draper, rpoo! ig. Y, 
DIVIDENDS. 
Turspay, July 13, 1858. 






ony e ayes Chichester. First, 3s. 3d. Zee, 20 Al- 

ary 5 1 to 2. 

Tarren, Jom: Dealer ‘in 82 Noble-st. First, 2d. Zee, 20 Al- 

"ape, Goonar, Marine Store Dealer, 21 Bermondsey-wall, 
Aldermanbury ; July 14, 11 to 2. 


ae 






dermanbury ; July 14,11 to 2.” 





LY 








Froccatr, Tomas, & Wittiam Frocearr, Cotton Spinners, Oldham. 
pl 8s. 3d. Hernaman, 69 Princess-st., Manchester; any Tuesday, 
0 

HAtt,. Jou, Mill Maker, Dudley, Worcestershire. First, 6s. 3d. Kinnear, 
37 Waterloo-st., Birmingham; any Thursday, !1 to 3. 

IncALL, Henry, Wine Merchant, 23 Crutched-friars. First, ls. gd. Ed- 
wards, 22 Basinghall-st.; July 14, and three subsequent W ys, 
11 to 2. 

Jackson, Perer, & James Vaissiev, Brace, Belt, and Garter Manufacturers, 
76 Aldermanbury. First, 10s. Edwards, 22 Basinghall-st.; July 14, 
and three subsequent Wednesdays, 11 to 2. 

Lemere, Henry Beprorp, Draper, 3 High-st., Notting-hill. First, 1s. 0}¢. 
Edwards, 22 Basinghall-st.; July 14, ‘and three subsequent Wednesdays. 

Norton, James, Silk Dyer, Macclesfield. First, ls. 3d. Fraser, 45 George- 
st., Manchester ; any Tuesday, 11 to 1. 

TRAVIS, GEORGE, "Flour Dealer, Oldham. ae 34d. Tiernaman, 69 
Princess-st., Manchester ; any Tuesday, 10 to 1 

TURNER, THomas, & Tuomas TURNER, jun., Boot & Shoe Maker, Liverpool. 
First Div. 74d. Zwurner, 53 South John-st., Liverpool; any Wednesday, 
11 to 2. 

Wuitnatt, C. J., Tailor, Canterbury. 
July 14, 11 to 2 





First, 4s. Zee, 20 Aldermanbury ; 


Fripay, July 16, 1858. 


Keynes, Wittram & Tromas Cusse, Auctioneers, Salisbury. First, 3s. 
Cannan, 18 Aldermanbury; any Monday before Aug. 7, or after Oct. 4, 
II to 3, 

Ksient, Lewis Sutra, Hardwareman, Manchester. First, lls. 6d. Fraser, 
45 George-st., Manchester; any Tuesday, 11 to 1. 

Nicnoxts, Hitpyarp, Corn Merchant, Bedsord. Second, 9d. Cannan, 8 
Aldermanbury ; any Monday before Aug. 7, or after Oct. 4, 11 to 3. 

PavL, JAMEs, sen., Brewer, Athol-pl., Southsea, and St. George’ 's-sq., both 
in Portsea. Second, 2d. Cannaa, 18 Aldermanbury; any Monday be- 
fore Aug. 7, or after Oct, 4, 1] to 3. 


CERTIFICATES. 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting 
TuesDay, July 13, 1858 

ARNOLD, Benzamin Patn, New Camon-st., Manchester. 
Manchester. 

Batwey, Tuomas, Joiner and Builder, Oldham, Lancashire. 
Manchester. 

BeresrorD, BENJAMIN, Stonemason, Belper, Derbyshire. 
Shire-hall, Nottingham. 

CHARTRES, James, Seedsman and Florist.74 King William-st., and Hanger- 
lane, Tottenham. Aug. 3, at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Nicao.ts, Joun, Flour and Provisien Merchant, Newport, Monmouthshire. 
Aug. 3, at LL; Bristol. 

Rarcirre, WittiaM, Baker, Chalford, Bisley, Gloucester. 
Bristol. 

Scampron, Roszrt, Worsted Spinner, Leicester. 
hall, Nottingham. 

Toms, Josern, Builder, Bartholomew-st., Exeter. 
Exeter. 

Witp, Witiiam, Carman, Counter-st 
11.30; Basinghall-st. 


Aug. 4, at 12; 
Aug. 5, at 11; 


Aug. 3, at 10.30; 


Aug. 9, at 11; 
Oct. 26, at 10.30; Shire- 


Aug. 5, at 1; Queen-st., 


.» Southwark, Surrey. Aug. 4, at 


Fripay, July 16, 1858. 

Brice, Francis, Lodging-house Keeper, 75 Oxford-ter., Hyde-park. Aug. 
10, at 1; Basinghall-st. 

@everevx, Tuomas Herrert, Tailor, Stockton, Durham. Aug. 9, * 
12.30; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

FENNELL, Henry Epwarp, & Cuartrs Witttam CHANTRELL, Deswers, 
Shirley, co. Southampton. Aug. 6, at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Harpstare, Joun Henry, Chemist & Druggist, 134 Islington, Birming- 
ham. Aug. 6, at 10; Birmingham. 

Hotuick, Freperic, Chemical Colour Manufacturer, 5 Flowers-ter., , Camp- 
bell-rd., Bow, and Miil Hill Works, Old Pord, Middlesex. Aug. 6, at 11; 
Basinghail-st. 

Sansom, James, Grocer, Birmingham. 

Sraintox, Martuew, Iron Founder, 
Royal-arcade, Neweastle-upon-Tyne. 

STEPHENSON, JAMES, Timber Merchant, Hartlepool, and West Hartlepool. 
Aug. 10, at 11.30; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

THORMAN, JosEPH, jun., Commission Agent, Neweastle-upon-Tyne (Ther- 
man & Co.) Aug. 12, at 1; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon- Tyne. 

Witxart, Joun, Thomas Witttams, & Ricnarp WiLctams, Earthenware 
Manufacturers, Hanley, Stoxe-upon-Trent, Staffordshire (Willatt & Wil- 
liams). Aug. 6, at 10; Birmingham. 


Aug. 6, at 10; Birmingham. 
South Shields. Aug. ii, at 12; 


To be DELIVERED, wniess ApPreal be duly entered. 
Tuespay, July 13, 1858. 

Barns.ey, Henry, Draper, Cradley Heath, Worcestershire. 
class 

ection Joun GLADWIN, Draper, 30 Robertson-st., Hastings. June 30, 
+ Ind class. 

Garpxgr, Wi.114M, Miller, Birmingham, formerly of Horley Mill, near 
Banbury. July 5, 2nd class. 

GREEN, JOSEPH, Stone Merchant, Kerridge, Prestbury, Cheshire. July 6, 
2nd class. 

Haywaxp, Joun, Miller & Baker, Warwick and Milverton. July 9, 3ed 
class. 

Houtiston, ALEXANDER, Cook & Confectioner, 8 Park-ter., Park-rd., Re- 
gent’s-park. June 30, 2nd class. 

Lewis, Epwaarp, & Josep Lewis, Grocers, 42 & 43 High-st., Marylebone. 
July 1, 3rd class to E. Lewis, to be suspended for 12 mos. ; and 3rd class 
to J. Lewis, to be suspended for 6 mos. 

M‘Eacnen, Matcoum, Cork Manufacturer, Liverpool. July 7, Ist class. 

Merepiru, Lewis, Grocer, Hop and Seed Dealer, Shrewsbury and Church 
Stretton. July 5, 2nd class. 

Pripeeon, Freperick, Corn and Bran Merchant, King’s Lynn, Norfolk. 
July 6, 2nd class. 

RIDSDALE, Taomas, Grocer and Oilman, 21 Bradley-ter., Wandsworth-rd. 
July 6, 2nd class. 

Suaw, Georcs, Iron Master, Leeds. 
pension for 12 mos. 

Susipon, Anne Jaye, Licensed Victualler, Birmingham. July 5, 2nd 

lass. 


July 5, 2nd 


July 12, 2nd 


July 2, 2nd class, subject to a sus- 


ed 
Suincier, Epwarp, Boot and Shoe Maker, Birmingham, 
el 





First, 10§d. 


ass, 
Tompson, Titomas, Builder, Maidstone. 


July 7, Ist class. 
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Farpay, July 16, 1858. 


Currry, Henry Jonx, Linen Draper, Farnham, Surrey. July 9, 2nd class. 


Eversaep, Tuomas, & Cuartes BeNsaMin WHITCOMB, Soap Manufac- 
turers, Gosport. July 9, 2nd class, to each. 
Homan, Jurics, Wholesale Clothier, 7 Russia-row, Milk-st., Cheapside. 


July 9, 2nd class. 
Lancasuie, Henry JosePn, ~~. Merchant, Dudley, Worcestershire, and 
Bilston, Staffordshire. July 9, 2nd class. 
, THomas, Manufacturer ‘of and Dealer in Boots and Rhoes, North 
Shields. July 8, 3rd class, subject to a suspension until Sept. 
REDMAYNE, Matraew, Butcher, Hulme, Lancashire. July 7. ge class. 
Seaton, Henzy, Woollen Draper, Chelmsford. July 10, 2nd ‘class. 


Professional Partnership Dissolved. 
Torspay, July 13, 1858. 
Rymer, Wittiam Henny, & Howarp Wiitiam MANSFIELD JACKSON, 
Attorneys and Solicitors, 26 Charles-st. -» St. James's, Middlesex; by 
mutual consent. July 12. 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 


Turspay, July 13, 1858. 

Arxrnson, GeorcE, Ironmonger, Lowgate, Kingston-upon-Hull. June 18. 
Trustee, C. Johnson, Accountant, Kingston-upon-Hull. Sols. Lightfoot, 
Earnshaw, & Frankish, Kingston-upon-Hull. 

Covzens, GEORGE, Ropemaker, Devizes. July 7. Trustees, J. Unite, 130 
Edgware-rd., Paddington; J. H. Maggs, Melksham, Wilts, both Rope 
Manufacturers ; G. T. Sainsbury, Coal Merchant, Rowde, near Devizes. 
Creditors to execute before Oct. 7. Sols. Newman & Hindley, 68 Cheapside. 

= Sexsy, Agricultural Implement Maker, Glinton, Northamptonshire. 

une 26. Zrzstee, W. Allatt, Farmer, Glinton. Creditors to execute 
Tare Aug. 26. Sol. Brown, Market Deeping. 

Hernesincron, Joun, Farmer, Newton, Cumberland. July 8. Trustee, 
J. Scott, Gent., Penrith. Creditors to execute before Sept. 8. Sol. 
Brunskill, Penrith. 

Hoop, WexLts, Wine, Spirit, and Seed Merchant, York. July 2. Trustees, 
T. Hood, Wine and Spirit Merchant, Stamford Bridge, York ; J. Smith, 
Farmer, Humburton. Creditors to execute before Sept. 2. Sol. Pear- 
son, Great Blake-st., York, 

Moroan, JEREMIAH, Grocer, Dawley Green-lane, Dawley, Salop. July 6. 
Trustees, W. Greenhalgh, Grocer, Dawley : E. Clayton, Grocer, Dawley. 
Creditors to execute before Sept. 6. Sol. Taylor, King-st., Wellington. 

Youne, Tuomas, Ship Chandler, Sunderland, June 30. Trustees, W. Car- 
ling, Shipowner, J. Horsfield, Merchant, E. Bailey, Plumber, all of Sun- 
derland. Sols. Ranson & Son, Sunderland. 

Fripay, July 16, 1858. 

Brcuincuurst, SAMUEL, Farmer, West Malling, Kent. June 3l. Trustees, 
J. S. Viner, and William Viner, Linen Drapers, West Malling. Sols. 
Norton & Son, West Malling. 

Bowers, Ex1, Innkeeper, Stafford. June 23. Trustees, J. Brewster, 
Malster, Stafford ; J. Brewster, Miller, Stretton, Staffordshire. Creditors 
to execute before "aug. 22. Sol. Collis, Stafford. 

BreagLey, Bensamin, Stone Mason, Liverpool. June 22. Trustee, G. E. 
Holt, Accountant, Liverpool. Sol. Martin, 24 Devonshire-pl., Everton, 
Liverpool. 

FEATHERSTONE, JAMES, , Engineer, Clayton, near Manchester. June 25. 

ickles, Tron Merchant, Manchester. Sols. Slater & Myers, 
16 ‘Tib-lane, Manchester. 

GBIMWADE, WILLIAM, Baker; Beccles. July 12. Zrustees, W. H. Leavoll, 
Miller, Beccles; W. W. Gamham, Mercer, Beccles. Creditors to execute 
on or before Aug. 9. Indenture lies at counting-house of W. W. Gam- 
ham, Beccles. 

Pontinc, Henry, Wine & Spirit Merchant, Malmesbury. June 26. 
Trustee, J. Collier, Gent., Vauxhall, Surrey. Sols. Shaen & Grant, Ken- 
nington-cross. 

Ronson, Joun, Coal Dealer, Dartford, Kent. July 13. Trustees, G. Waller, 
Coal Merchant, Dartford ; N. Langlands, Grocer, Dartford. Creditors to 
execute before Sept. 13. Sol. Gibson, Dartford. 

Vironp, Joun, Ironmonger, Penrith, Cumberland. July 9. Trustees, J. 
Ridley, Provision Dealer, ‘Cockshaw House, Hexham, Northumberland ; 
C. Varty, Auctioneer, Penrith. Creditors to execute before Sept. 9. Sol. 
Fairer, Penrith. 

Wes, Francis, Butcher, Chipping Norton, Oxfordshire. July 9. Trustees, 
J. Hutt, Farmer, Watereaton, Oxfordshire ; J. Biggerstaff, Woolstapler, 
Chipping Norton. Indenture lies with Mr. Pryer, Chipping Norton. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
TourspayY, July 13, 1858. 
Tene | Rosegt, Surgeon, Long Melford, Suffolk (who died in June, 1853). 
ream v. Cream, V. C. Kindersley. Last Day for Proof, July 31. 

asian, WILLIAM, ‘General Dealer, Stone, Kent (who died in Dec., 1856). 
Paine v. Stiles, M. R. Last Day for Proof, Oct, 24. 

Dixon, Ratru, Coal Owner, Durham (who died in Mar., 1858). Dixon v. 
Green, V. C. Wood. Last Day for Proof, Nov. 1. 

Jackson, Samvet, Esq., late of Falmouth, Jamaica, and of Alfred-pl., 
Bedford-sq., Middlesex ne died on Mar. 13, 1857). Re Jackson’s 
tate, Dawson v. Peyton, V. C. Stuart. Last Day for Proof, Nov. 12. 

HEPHERD, JOHN, Gent., Sear Green, Bucks Ne died in Feb,, 1853). Re 
Shepherd’s Estate, Whittaker v. Beeson, V. C. Wood. Last Day for 
Proof, July 30. 

Surru, Epwix, Innkeeper, Derby (who died in July, 1856). Smith v. 
Brown, M. R. Last Day for Proof, Oct. 29. 

Surra, Hannan, Widow of Edwin Smith, Derby (who died in Aug., 1856), 
Smith v. Brown, M. R. Last Day for Proof, Oct. 29. 

Wass, Emmy, Widow of Percival Walsh, jun. (who died in April, 1847). 
Walsh v. Walsh, V. C. Kindersley. Last Day for Proof, Aug. 3. 


Fauway, July 16, 1858. 
Beit, MicnaeL ANGELO, Builder, 17 Macclesfield-st,, Hulme, near Man- 
chester (who died in Nov., 1857). Re Bell, Consolidated Investment & 
Assurance Company v. Bell, V. C. Stuart. ‘Last Day for Proof, Aug. 2. 
Fieminc, WitL1AM, Farmer, Holme-u pon-Spalding Moor, Yorkshire (who 
oy, ieee: 1856). Fleming v. Fleming, V. C. Stuart. Last Day for 
Hanais, re WILLIAM, Corn Merchant, 5m tag pee died in April, 
1858). Re Harris ’ Estate, Dickinson v. Harris, Last Day for 
Proof, Nov. 3. 
Rattron, Josern, Snittlegarth, Torpenhow, Cumberland (who died in Dec., 
1856). Sergeant v. Railton, V.C. Wood. Last Day for Proof, Aug. % 








Jury 17,1856, 
PB 


GMinding-up of Boint Stock Companies. 
Turspay, July 13, 1858, 
UNLIMITED, IN CHANCERY. 
Papinam Cotron Léacue Company.—V. C. Kindersley, on July § ‘ap 
pointed Mr. George gd Jay, Accountant, 10 Old Jewry 
Official M: of this Company. 
Universat Provipent Lire Assoctation.—The Master of the Rolls wil, 
on July 21, at his Chambers, proceed to make @ call for 17. 5s. per share 
on all the Contributories of ti this Company. 


Luatep, tv BAyxruptey. 


SuNKEN VessELs RecoveERY CoMPANY (LIMITED).—Mr. Com. Perry will 
sit on July 29, at 12, at the Court of Bankruptcy, Liverpool, to receive 
proof of debts 





Fray, July 16, 1858. 
ATHENzUM Lire As8URANCE Socrety.—V. C. Wood, upon the application 
of the Official Manager of this Company, hath remptorily of ordered that 
a Call of £1 per share be made on all the Con Vals Connon, 
and tbat each Contributory, on or before July 23, = oy the eae : 
bert Palmer Harding, Official Manager, at his office, 5 Serle-at., Li oe 


inn, 

Home Counties & GENERAL Lire AssuRANCE ComPany.—V. C. Kin. 
dersley will proceed, on July 26, at'12, at his Chambers, to settle the list 
of Contributories of this Company. 

Mirre GENERAL Lire ASSURANCE, ANNUITY, AND Famity Enpowment 
Assocration.—A petition for the dissolution and winding-up of this 
Company was presented to the Master of the Rolls, by Charles Eyre, on 
July 15. Denton, Kinderley, Domville, & tae 6 New-sq., Lin- 
coln’s-inn, Sols. for Charles Eyre. 


Scotch Sequestrations, 
Tusgspay, July 13, 1858. f 
Kenwortuy, Martin, formerly of 40 Broad-st.-bldgs., London, now’ te 
siding in Chapel-lane, High-st., Falkirk. July 20, at 2; Crown-hotel, 
Falkirk. Seg. July 9. 
Kirk, Taomas, Smith, Millwright, &c., i July 16, at 12; Faenlty. 
hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seq. July 
TEMPLETON, ANDREW, Cabinet Maker, Great Clydo-tt,, bmn oh Suly 20, 
at 12; Faculty-hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seq. J 


Farmay, July 16, 1858, 


Barrp, — Seed Merchant and Baker, Alloa. July 23, at 12; Royal 
Oak-hotel, Alloa. Seq. July 9. 

Brown, WILtiaM, Potato Dealer, Bri » Glasgow. July 22, at 12; 
Faculty-hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seq. duly 12, 

GranaM, WILKINSON, Slater, Glasgow, deceased. July 23, at 12; Faculty. 
hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seg. July 12. 

Lerron, WiLLIAM HENRY (Letton & Storrier), Clothier and General Out- 
fitting Merchant, Edinburgh. sae f 26, at 2; Dowells & Lyon’s Rooms, 
George-st., Edinburgh. Seg. July 1 

SHAND, WILLIAM, Merchant, Daffiown, —s July 21, at 1; Fife 
Arms-hotel, Dufftown, Banffshire. Seg. J 

THoMson, PETER, Cabinet Maker, West Foca Pool Glasgow. July 23, at 
2; Faculty-hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seg. "July 13. 

Turner, JANE, & RoperT ‘TURNER (Turner & Son), Fish Curers, Perth, 
July 26, at 12; Solicitors’ Library, County-bldgs., Perth. Seg. July 12. 








BEXLEY, KENT. 


OBE LET, completely furnished, for a term of three 
years, “ LAMORBY,” standing in a handsomely timbered park of 

150 acres, with ornamental water, well stocked with fish, boat and boat 
house. The Mansion comprises numerous bed-rooms, making up in all 
thirty beds. On the ground-floor isa marble entrance hall, 33 by 18; 
drawing-room, 32 by 22, opening to a conservatory; dining-room, 29 by 18; 4 
library, 25 by 21, lined with carved oak; a saloon, 27 by 21; gentleman's 
room, wainscot principal stairs, back stairs, domestic and external offices of 
all kinds, farm buildings, ice-well, entrance lodge, bailiff’s cottage, all in 
the best state of repair, extensive shrubbery walks, flower-garden, reaching 


to the lake, walled kitchen-garden, with grapery, fi -pits, orchard, &, 
Preserved shooting over 600 acres (pheasants, pa: jim ges and hares). 
Soil, sandy gravel, adjacent to the cage, § two silae tes Bexley, Siicap, 


and. Chiselhurst, and fourteen miles from London. 


For terms and cards to view, apply to Lahee and Wood, Estate and How 
Agents, 65, New. Bond-street, W. 





Now ready, New Editions (with Rules and Tables) of Mr. SCRATCHLEYS 
Treatises on the Formation and Management 


1. UILDING SOCIETIES, TONTINE, and 
EMIGRATION SOCIETIES. 7s. 6d. 


2. RIENDLY SOCIETIES, PROVINCIAL AS 
SURANCE SOCIETIES, and SAVINGS’ BANKS. 58.” 


3. REEHOLD LAND SOCIETIES, with IN- 
STRUCTIONS for VALUING COPYHOLD ana CHURCH 
LEASEHOLD siinediiemaer*s 5s. 


4, PETE T AIS S) for VALUING POST OBITS 
nd REVERSIONS. 10s. 

By ARTHUR SCRATCHLEY, M.A., F.R.A.S. sree 

ett Sa in on Rel Sa 

to the Secretary. 


EAFNESS, NOISES in the HEAD. DR. WA 





unknown country. 

of consultation 11 till 4 daily. A book, this day 
patients to cure themselves, sent to any part, on receipt of 
8 postage stamps. 
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SusscRIBERS’ CoPIEs CAN BE BOUND ON THE FOLLOWING 

“sepus:—THE JOURNAL ann REPORTER, tn sepa- 

“giTB VOLUMES, CLOTH, 2s. 6d. PER VOLUME; HALF CALF, 
dy. 6d. PER VOLUME. CLOTH COVERS FOR BINDING CAN BE 
SUPPLIED AT ls. 3d. EACH. THE TWO SENT FREE BY POST 
yor 36 STAMPS. READING CASES TO HOLD THE NUMBERS 
oR A YEAR ARE NOW READY, 33. 6d. EACH.—ORDERS 
go BE SENT TO THE PUBLISHER. 

We cannot notice any communication unless accompanied by the 
name and address of the writer. 

Advertisements can be received at the Office until six o'clock on 
Friday evening. : 

#4 Any error or delay in the transmission of this 
Journal to Subscribers should be immediately communicated to 
the Publisher. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


——pebepiepgne 
* LONDON, JULY 24, 1858. 











CORRUPT ELECTION PRACTICES. 

The judges are not much to be blamed for finding some 
iificulty in construing the Bribery Act ; for the House 
of Commons has now been e ed for a considerable 
time on, several evenings in the futile endeavour to 
understand what they enacted a short time ago, and by 
what form of words the prohibitions and provisoes of 
the statute may be brought into agreement with the 

ral views.of Parliament on the subject of bribery. 
Notwithstanding the morbid sympathy for the candi- 
date’s pocket, which some honourable members were 
accused of eling, the decided inclination of the House 
appears to be, to allow themselves the privilege of bring- 
ing their free and independent electors to the poll in 
omnibuses and cabs. As Mr. Bernal Osborne observed, 
electors seem to think that walking to the poll is sub- 
yersive of the British constitution, and that it is quite 
as important to be driven up to the hustings in a hack- 
ney cab, covered with blue or yellow placards, as to 
record a vote for the right candidate. Whether these 
Views are abstractedly sound or not we dc not care just 
now to inquire, and are content to accept as a funda- 
mental principle of the constitution the decision of the 
House of Commons, that electors ought to be driven to 
the hustings at the candidate’s expense. The difficulty 
is to secure this valuable privilege without opening a 
door for a little bribery. Who can pretend to say 
exactly what the legitimate cost of a particular journe 
may be? and, if he could, what candidate would think 
of taxing his voters’ bills with all the rigour necessary 
to comply with the severity of a law which would vitiate 
an election for a payment of a single penny n excess of 
the real price of a railway ticket ? 

Tn fact, so difficult was it to settle the great question 
of travelling expenses, that Parliament deliberately left 
it uncertain in the Act which is now undergoing amend- 
ment. It was impossible to say whether travelling ex- 
penses carne within the terms of a clause which forbad the 
giving of money, directly or indirectly, to any voter to 

him to vote. But at the time when the Bill 
passed, the feeling of Parliament was so doubtful that 
no one ventured to propose a distinct provision either 
or prohibiting travelling expenses. A sort of 
compromise was tacit ogres to, viz. to leave the 
ng clause porpose ubtful, and to throw upon 
ie Courts the uty of finding out what was the inten- 
tion of’ a legislature which had no particular intention 
ot the ‘subject. This, if we remember right, was the 
story of the original Act, and it exonerates Parliament 
from ‘the charge of having ex its meaning ob- 
ee ‘that it had no meaning to express. 
thus age 4 ony to the judges the 
gislating on the ess of paying a voter's 
atliament must have been very disappointed to 
: tee ag anticipated law-suit had gone through 
ae 0, 4 a aie ? . 

















all its stages, and the statute had been discussed by all 
the judges and half the law lords, the moot point 
was just as far as ever from being settled. Cooper 
y. Slade only decides the very smallest point in the world. 
Ifa candidate promises to pay a voter his travelling 
expenses conditionally on his voting for the i 
who makes the promise, he is guilty of bribery within 
the Act. This is the opinion of the majority of the 
ju and the decision oF the House of Lords. Buta 
multitude of other questions are left wholly undeter- 
mined. If the panels makes no promise at. all, but 
simply pays enmey Tener who, after giving his vote for 
him, applies to be reimbursed his travelling expenses, 
there is nothing to determine whether an offence has 
been committed or not. Even if a previous promise is 
given, the prevailing opinion seems to be, that it is no 
bribery, unless coupled with a condition of voting for 
the promiser. But on this, as on all the other questions 
which spring out of the Act, there is abundant room for 
difference of opinion. Mr. Baron Watson, for instance, 
thinks that it would be equally a violation of the Act, if 
the promise was to pay money conditionally on the elector 
voting at all, whether for the candidate who made the 
promise, or for his opponent, inasmuch as the candidate 
might rely (though, perhaps, erroneously) on the vote 
being given the right way. According to the learned 
Baron, indeed, it would seem that even an unconditional 
promise to. pay the elector’s travelling expenses ought 
to be regarded as an inducement to vote, and, therefore, 
as bribery within the Act. The litigation, in short, 
while settling one doubt, has suggested half a dozen 
more, and left the whole question of the legality of 
travelling expenses at least as obscure as. ever. 

After such a result from its original attempt at legis- 
lation on the subject, it might have been supposed “that 
Parliament would have given up the Di pred th aes 
system of using ambiguous words to conceal its incapacity 
to agree upon any settlement. But the same. policy Js 
now being followed in the Amendment Bill, and not- 
withstanding the practical rebuke which is conveyed hy 
the case of Cooper v. Slade, it is still proposed to leave 
the legality of payments for travelling expenses almost 
as uncertain as if it rested on the same form of words 
which the Courts have found it so difficult to interpret. 
The House of Commons, while prohibiting actual. pay- 
ments to a voter, has agreed to allow a candidate ,to 
convey electors at his own expense. The distinction 
will probably be found more imaginary than real, for 
thousands of ways will soon be discovered by which a 
payment made to the owner of a conveyance may become 
as effectual a means of bribery as any of the-contrivances 
which the late Act was intended to put down. Abund- 
ance of cases, quite as intricate as Cooper vy. Slade, are 
likely enough to be furnished for the occupation. of the 
fifteen judges.. One very simple pen (which seems to 
have been actually practised) would be to pay a cabman 
a certain sum for every voter he could bring to the 
hustings in the right interest ; and in a large constituency, 
whose votes commanded only a moderate price, a good 
trade might be done in this way without the appearance 
of any very suspicious liberality to the Jehus retained. 

An ingenious suggestion, made in the course of the 
debate, was, that a fixed rate of a shilling a mile should 
be allowed to be paid for travelling ex so that 
one candidate might not get any advantage over, the 
other by offering more liberal terms. Nothing could 
show more clearly the consciousness that the leonliontion 
of travelling expenses was in fact the legalisation. of 
bribery; and certainly no more convenient method of 
corruption could be chosen than for the voter to take a 
journey just before the election, and be brought back at 
a profit of tenpence a mile. 

oWever this may be, if the House of Commons is 
bent on allowing travelling expenses at all, the least. it 
can do is to put into rather clearer shape than it did be-. 





fore the very nice distinctions which it draws between 
legitimate and corrupt expenditure. j 
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Without endorsi 1 the high-flown declamation 
about the duty of thie électdr ‘to exercise his constitu- 
tional privileges at his own expense, we have some diffi- 
culty in understanding what can be the inducement to 
members of the House of seresye) to pie the 
practice of squandering thousands of pounds at ev 
election, for the sake oe gratifying their yoters by 4 
gratuitous ride. One side must gain about as much as 
the other in the long run ; and even those who have 
once or twice succeeded in buying up all the vehicles, 
and securing all the public-houses in a county, might be 
ee to repose upon their laurels, and agree in future to 
ave no conveyances for either party. Bunt we suppose 
that candidates must be the best judges of their own 
interest, and if they like to stand the expense of driving 
& whole county about for a couple of days, we have no- 
thing to ay ggetiist it, and only a that they will tell 
us, in intelligible ae try e, what limits they intend to 
impose on the singular diversion to’which they appear 
so much attached. 


—_— 


AN INGENIOUS FOREIGNER. 


The Directors of the Royal British and of the London 
and Eastern Banks, the two brothers Hall, solicitors and 
breeders of song rag the bankers of Kettering, who 
speculated through a clergyman in foreign mines and 

asworks, have Nisisessarcly Wattret in the Court of 
ankruptcy as examples of stupendous fraud or folly. 
To these indigenous specimens of commercial nature we 
have now to add an accomplished German adventurer, 
named Heldmann, whose remarkable career in England 
has resulted in the total refusal of his certificate by Mr. 
Commissioner Fane, on Thursday in last week. The 
bankrupt, it is stated, made a speedy departure from the 
court. We could have cordially wished that there had 
been fands and a prosecutor to punish him as his roguery 
deserved ; but, as the existing law affords small help to 
avenging justice, we can only hope that its terrors may 
ot uate to banish this plausible knave from 
inglish soil, so that his extraordinary talents for busi- 
hereafter be exercised among some other 
people, with whom thousands of pounds are neither so 
abundant nor so easily wheedled out of the owners’ 
pockets as would seem to be the case here. 
One cannot but admire the singular eapacjty of a man 
who had not‘only mastered our difficult language so as 
to write almost daily long letters with scaréely a flaw of 
idiom, but had also studied the weak points of our 
national character with very considerable success, and 
large though temporary profit. Probably, if a small 
share of honesty had been added to his intellectual gifts, 
Mr. Heldmann might, in a few years, have’ enjoyed a 
suburban residence and a carriage at his own, in- 
stead of his victims’ cost. He came to London in 1854, 
with a capital of £100. We have heard of strangers 
pote in the same city with a much lighter purse than 
his, and possessing the capacity which he had, ard the 
integrity which he wanted, they have, in days when 
ned mtn was commoner than it is now, gradually 
uired fortunes, and made for themselves famous com- 
inercial names. But our hero was of the new and more 
rapid school of mercantile adventurers, so he began ope- 
rations, in 1854, with a surplus of £100, and he finished, 
in 1857, with a deficiency of £17,000. He commenced 
business as a laceman on rather a modest scale, and he 
soon saw himself worth £900 less than nothing. But he 
understood and retrieved his a ici vialfere that 
pearances were everything, he remoyed to more spa- 
y ite premises, wal feond Sad availed himself of faci- 
lities for fitting them up handsomely. He employed 
nine trade servants, and he took pref furnished a villa 
at St. John’s-wood, and drove to town daily in a 

barouche. By these judicious measures he speedil 
filled his ‘warehouse with goods obtained gai Spehih, 
‘that admirable 


etl Mg 2B ' 
invention of paper money lost any of its wonted efficacy 
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in his able h He was capable, too, yriting to 
manufacturers of lace in the most elevates i 
style, and it is only reasonable to believe . 
dressing the consumers of that fabric. his .¢l 
proved equally seductive. Accordingly we 
married an English lady, who was the congmes fhe 
and the sister-in-law of another—and his largest—ore. 
ditor.. This gentleman and his brother had 
their father a an -pamgy Hervey Gea siderable 
TO) at Nottingham; and they have lost £15.01 
a poked brought fo bankruptcy, ty blindly eu 
hypocritical German, whose history and character 
must have known were dubious, and whose ostensible 
prosperity they might well have suspected“ had 
dearly purchased with the proceeds of their own 
We have formed, from our perusal of his examinations 
and gorrespondence, the very highest estimate of Mr. 
Heldmann’s qualities for business; but still it is ‘plain 
that such a career as his would not be possible unless 
there were, on the one hand, most respectable manufae- 
turers ready to sell, and on the other hand wholesale 
houses of the very highest position equally ready to buy, 


without asking inconvenient questions, or, at least, with- 


out insisting on more than yague and ‘inconcliusiye 
answers to them, 

We remember that Mr. Layard, in his well-known 
book on Nineveh, describes an interyiew which he had 
with an influential Turk, somewhere on_ his pod 
from the Black Sea to the site of the ruined cities 
“Where are you going?” asks the Turkish ey 
“God knows!” answers the traveller, not unskilled 
Oriental nature. “ What is your business?” “What 
God pleases;” and more in the same ety. These 
answers, says Mr. Layard, might elsewhere have been 
considered as evasive, but they produced on the pious 
Turk exactly the right effect. r German adventurer 
adopted yery much the same artifice, and addressed his 
uneasy creditors in the serene 1 age of Eng 
Protestant piety and religious hope. 3 ovember las 
—a time of general alarm—Messrs. Oliver, of Notting- 
ham, were growing anxious at the multiplication of 
Heldmann’s unpai acceptances; so he sits down and 
writes to them from “13, Gutter-lane, Cheapside, Lon- 
don, E. C.,” toask, “ what is life without fait ?—faith in 
a protecting arm.” He exhorts to unity and to acts 
becoming Christian men. “ Let us cheer and s 
each other,” is his advice ; and so, when sunshine 
again, and looking back at the past crisis, “ we 
then rejoice with great rejoicing. Tt unfortunat 
happens that this exhortation, however 5 : in 
spirit and expression, has been miserably falsified by 
events. Sunshine has not come to 3s. ig ii 
did they escape the perils of the times, and we fear tha 
for them the day of rejoicing is still far distant. _ 

It is probable that few Englishmen, carrying on busi- 
ness amid the sober practical influences of Gutter-lane, 
would be capable of presenting to their correspondents 
such a poruica! and religious yiew of the commertia 
crisis of last autumn, as is contained in the letters of th 
bankrupt Heldmann to Messrs. Oliver. 
of his own inconeeivable trials, and of the awful, ca 
ties then falling upon houses of the longest standi 
he exhorts to “mutual sacrifices and mutual allow- 
ances,” by which he and his credulons friends may. pa 
safely through the storm. “ At this time,” he write 


“ we want the head clear, and whatever inte al vith 


the head only augments difficulties without allevial 
the evil.” And again, after describi fearful 19 
pie produced by a recent failure for two ons 
“We must do all we can, and let us k our spirits 
or surely we should lose the saal, and te ap ro 
tossed about.” Certainly these arguments for equ 
amid general panic must haye been 
bere. Whe yO s which they with s 
muc son dreaded, woulc UPON. VHEIREEAY hp. tare 
‘night have sperret they ha r Sense, 
wa pote benefit from their dition : 
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d be approptiated on some plausible pretence by this 
e of a sublime stoicism. eee fete his 
inting-house in Gutter-lane, and surveys with unmoved 
the tossing waves of trouble, in which a great com- 
ercial community is struggling for bare life. ‘The cares 
tt enlightened men vex not his elevated soul, and 
“from the secure heights of religious contemplation, he 
looks down calmly upon the progress of calamities from 
y Providence has preserved him. He came from Ger- 







Caer £100, which, probably, was not his own; and if 
‘worst should happen, he can but return to Germany, 
after three years’ enjoyment of life in England, with an 
erience of men and things, and an enlarged practice 
all 8 arts of knayery, which would be cheap at the 
‘price of the original capital of his trade in London. 
_, But let us compare a little more closely the bankrupt’s 
transactions with his correspondence. Ina sale sheet 
sent to Messfs. Oliver on the 27th of last November, he 
a he a parcel of goods as having been sold to a first- 
house for £419: these goods had been actually 
sold for only £246. Another lot, returned at £312, 
ad been with for £222. Within two days of 
t time he invites his creditors “to look at this matter 
ina moral point of view.” The crisis, he tells them, is 
now. passed. He owes nothing of importance to any 
one but. them.. His. property is free from debt. His 
eonnection, which, as he adds truly enough, he had 
dearly bought, ee not with his own money, is 
“first-rate; and then, falling into the same pious vein 
which occasionally marked the board meetings of the 
Royal British Bank, “I have gone through the fire to 
#ave my honour. God, who ifone knows my heart, is 
thy witness. Let us prevent our enemies from glory- 
hg in our fall. We haye it in our hands, and God 
‘will bless us. Weare young, and have our eareer 
‘to make, I offer you my hand.” All these fine sen- 
tuments were, no doubt, excellently adapted to the 
market for which they were manufactured ; but he seems 
to have felt the necessity of entering upon considera- 
tions more closely allied to the existing world of commerce. 
Accordingly, in his next letter, after eloquently prelud- 
ing upon the importance of weighi ‘thin well and 
‘ting with prompt decision, he introduces the figure of 
@ship “surrounded by stormy waves,” which it is the 
duty of the captain to save at any cost, “ because after 
anes gaunt It is clear that Mr. Heldmann, 
10ugh still a poet, is now coming rapidly to business. 
Under the allegory of the ship is ple om the joint 
of the debtor and creditors, which the former 
takes special care to treat as indissolubly united. The 
captain is, of course, he who by his calmness in the 
midst of peril has shown himself gifted for- command. 
cost of saying the struggling ship will evidently 
fall upon those alone who have property to throw over- 
. For their ‘comfort under this sacrifice Messrs. 
Oliver are, of course, referred to Providence ; and then 
Mr. Heldmann gives a statement of his pecuniary posi- 
tion, and of the securities which he has to offer br a 
debt of some fifteen thousand pounds. In this branch 
it the descriptive art there have been many masters as 
eminent as our German, who certainly does not deal with 
figures so suecessfully as with nobler topics. However, 
it appears that he has‘some furniture and other propert 
purchased at the highest poor with the proceeds of 
Sonsigned to him; and this, and some other less tangible 
_Matters, he offers to assign as security for the heavy 
balance owing by him. His sanguine estimate of his assets 
‘has not been justified in the result, for a single dividend 
‘Of eleven-pence in the pound has been paid, and a surplus 
; ‘of forty pounds remains in court. He has wasted in three 
irs more than’ £17,000, eatin has reset clearly guilty 
less in book-keeping, and perjury. 
thalty for all is crime under bai Gidieabaade edtcther- 
il flaw is the denial of a certificate, which the 
. t; and he quits the court, and y 
while the commissioner talks impotent] 
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Legal News. 


OXFORD CIRCUIT—Srarvorp. 
(Before Mr. Justice Bytes and Comimon Juries.) 
Pickett y. Fletcher —July 20, 


Mr. Phipson and Mr. Macnamara appeared for the plaintiff ; 
and Mr. Huddleston, Q: C., and Mr. Gray, for the defendant, 

The plaintiff, Henry Pickett, was a solicitor im London, and 
sued the defendant, Richard Westley Fletcher, of the firm of 
Fletcher & Rose, ironmasters, to recover 33/. 12s, 5d., due on 
a promissory note made by Fletcher on'the’ 4th of July, 1857, 
payable on the 4th of February, 1858. In November) 1857, 
Messrs. Fletcher & Rosé got into difficulties; and petitioned 
the Court of Bankruptcy under the arrangement clauses, The 
note had originally been given to Mr. Willim, a solicitor. of 
Bilston, in payment of « private debt; and on the 12th of 
January, 1858, notice was given to Mr. Willim that the first 
private sitting under the petition would take place on the 28th 
of January. On the 20th of January, 1858, Mr. Willim 
endorsed the note to the firm, Willim & Hall, solicitors of 
Bilston, of which he was a member. On the same day, Messrs. 
Willim & Hall endorsed the nofe to the plaintiff, their London 
agent, in part payment of an account. When the note became 
due, it was not paid. ‘The proceedings in the Bankruptcy 
Court having gone on, an arrangement was come to on the Mth 
of, March, 1858, under which the creditors of the firm of 
Fletcher & Rose were to receive 15s., andthe creditors of 
Fletcher, the defendant, 5s. in the pound;.and on the 5th of 
May, a certificate of conformity was given under the 221st sec- 
tion of the “Bankrupt Law Consolidation Act” (12 & 13 Viet. 
c. 106). The present action was commenced on the 16th of 
March last, and the plaintiff sought to recover the amount of 
the note as endorsee for value without notice of the bankraptey. 
In the course of the trial, several points of law were reserved 
for the Court of Queen’s Bench; but the question left to. the 
jury was, whether the plaintiff received the note bona fide for 
value, or as’ a trustee merely, and with a view to avoid the 
effects of the proceedings in bankruptey. 

Mr. Phipson and Mr. Huddleston having addressed the jury 
on this point, 

Mr. Justice Byies, in observing upon the fact that no 
witnesses had been called by the plaintiff, said, the defendant 
had scraped the plaintiff's conscience by interrogatories, and 
unless he was perjured in the answers he had made, he thought 
the plaintiff was entitled to a verdict. 

The jury found for the plaintiff for the amount claimed. 

Mr. Justice BYLes gave the defendant leave to move to enter 
the verdict in his favour, if the Court should be of ‘opinion that, 
under the circumstances, the plaintiff was not entitled to re- 


cover. 
Baddeley v. Stevenson.—July 21. 
Mr. Huddleston, Q. C., and Mr. Powell, appeared for the plain- 
tiff ; and Mr, Scotland and Mr. Motteram, for the defendant, 
The plaintiff, Daniel Baddeley, sued the, defendant, John 
Adams Stevenson, a solicitor of Stoke-upon-Trent,.to recover 
42i, 12s, 10d., for money received to the plaintiff's. use... The 
defendant pleaded the general issue, payment, and a, set-off, 
The defendant had been employed by the. plaintiff and the 
members of his family to prepare conveyances of various pro- 
perties in which they were interested; and the present, action 
was brought to recover the balance of a sum of money which 
the defendant had received on the sale of some i 
which the plaintiff and his sisters had.shares.... The 
alleged that. he had paid over all that he had received, with the 
exception of 3/, 12s, 11d.; but the, plaintiff alleged that 
was a further sum of 30/..7s, 6d., not paid over... This 
amount.of a bill of costs which had ,been incurred on. 
of an estate in which the plaintiff hada. share, and, according 
to the evidence of the plaintiff and his sister, it was sree 
between the plaintiff and defendant that the plaintiff should 
not be called upon to pay any of these expenses. The defen- 
dant denied that there had been such an understanding. ' 
_ Mr. Huddleston and Mr. Scotland having twice addressed 
jury, , 
Mr. Justice Byngs said, it would have been better if the case 
could have been referred; but the plaintiff, with great. justi 
objected on the ground of the expense, and wished to take. 
opigion.of the Jase. He considered the points for.,the..decisien 
the jury were, whether the sum of 3, 12s. Lid. was duetethe 
ge B cheb gt Ry believed the plaintiff and his sis 
or the defendant, as to the alleged agreement 
the jury against allowing any prejudice to 
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detriment of the defendant; and observed, that the agreement 
relied upon by the plaintiff was a very unreasonable one for the 
defendant to enter into. 

The jury retired to consider their verdict, and in about half 
an hour returned and found for the plaintiff for the smaller 
amount—viz. 3/, 12s. 11d. 

Mr, Justice Bris said, he was glad the jury had found that 
verdict, as it would make an end of all question between the 
parties. He added, that, as the defendant had removed the 
cause from the county court, he would, if necessary, grant 
a certificate for costs. 


THE CASE OF “SWINFEN v. SWINFEN.” 
The Times says:—“ A case of considerable importance has 
arisen out of the celebrated cause of Swinfen v. Swinfen, as it 
will raise a question materially affecting the privileges of coun- 
sel. Mrs. Swinfen has brought an action against the Lord 
Chancellor under the following circumstances:—An issue had 
been directed by the Court of Chancery to try the validity of 
the will of Samuel Swinfen, in which he bequeathed an 
estate of £60,000 to his widow. ‘The will was impeached by 
the defendant as the heir-at-law. The case came on for trial 
in the spring of 1856, at Stafford, when a compromise was 
entered into between counsel on both sides, Lord Chelmsford, 
then Sir Frederick Thesiger, being counsel for Mrs. Swinfen, 
and Sir Alexander Cockburn, the Chief Justice of the Common 
Pleas, who was then Attorney-General, being the representative 
of the heir-at-law. Under this arrangement the defendant was 
to secure to Mrs. Swinfen an annuity of £1000 a-year. MYs. 
Swinfen, however, on learning that this compromise had been 
made, was exceedingly dissatisfied, and refused to give her con- 
sent to carry it out, but she did not for some time openly repu- 
diate it.. The matter gave rise to fresh legal proceedings, both 
in the Common Pleas and the equity courts, and in November 
the Master of the Rolls gave judgment, directing that there 
should be a new trial to test the validity of the will. This cause 
is to come on for trial at the forthcoming Stafford assizes. The 
Attorney-General (Sir F. Kelly) will conduct the case for Mrs. 
Swinfen, and Mr. Edwin James has been specially retained to 
conduct the defence. In the meantime, all the necessary steps 
have been taken in the action which Mrs. Swinfen has been 
advised to bring against Lord Chelmsford with the view of 
recovering damages against him, for having, as her counsel, 
entered into a compromise, as she alleges, in distinct defiance 
of her authority. This action will probably be set down for 
trial at the sittings after next term for Middlesex, and from the 
position of the noble defendant, and the novelty of the question 
at issue, will doubtless create no small amount of interest in 
‘legal circles,” 
The Birmingham Dajly Post states, that Mr. Kennedy will be 
the leading counsel on the part of Mrs. Swinfen. 








CORONERS’ FEES IN MIDDLESEX. 


At the meeting of Middlesex magistrates, held on the 15th 
inst., a discussion took place with reference to the dispute 
between the court and the coroners as to the disallowance of 
fees in cases where the Committee of Accounts thought an 
inquest had not been necessary. Mr. G. F. Young urged that 
it was question which ought to be settled finally for the 
interests of the public, and that the principle upon which the 
Court acted was one of false economy. Other magistrates said, 
the course taken by this Court with respect to coroners’ fees 
had the sanction of the Court of Queen’s Bench, and urged that 
it was the imperative duty of the magistrates to exercise a strict 
supervision over an item of the county expenditure amounting 
to £11,000 a-year, whatever might be the importance of the 
duties attached to the coroner's office. Mr. Young moved that 
the question of the disallowance of certain fees should not be 
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REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE BANK ACT 


The committee of the House of Commons me Sa 
December last, to inquire into the pa of the aura 
and into the causes of the then recent commercial 

have issued a very full report. Evidence is quoted to ae 
that the same principal cause produced the calamities of 1847 
and 1857, namely, the great abuse of credit, and consequent 
over-trading. Also, that very few of the houses which failed'in 
1857 had ever possessed adequate capital. One house’ at: the 
time of its suspension, was ‘under obligations to the extent of 
about £900,000, its capital at the last time of taking stock 
being under £10,000, Its business was chiefly the: granting: of 
open credits; that is, the house permitted itself to be drawn 
upon by foreign houses, without any contemporaneous remit- 
tance, but with an engagement that it should be made: before 
the acceptance arrived at maturity. These acceptances are 
rendered available by being discounted, great facilities for 
which have been afforded by the practice of joint-stock country 
banks discounting such bills, and rediscounting them with the 
bill-brokers in London upon the credit of the bank alone, without 
other reference to the quality of the bills. ‘The rediscounter 
relies on the belief that, if the bank suspends and the bills are 
not met at maturity, he will obtain from the Bank of England 
such immediate assistance as will saye him from: the conse- 
quences. ‘This remarkable development of the practice of 
banking is said to be one of the im t features which have 
appeared since the period of 1847. The committee proveed:to 
analyse the evidence in favour of maintaining the Act of 1844, 
and to state the chief complaints against it. They mention 
that, notwithstanding the great increase of trade, the whole 
amount of bank notes has actually diminished since 1844; and, 
therefore, in ordinary times there is no cognisable advantage to 
‘be obtained by the commercial interest from the power of in- 
creasing the amount of notes which may be issued without the 
deposit of bullion. ‘The committee think that provision might 
be made in advance, by which the issue of an increased amount 
of bank notes may, in the time of pressure, be allowed, without 
such provision being ed as any violation of the Act; and 
that the interference of Government in an. extreme case must, 
in fact, be taken to have been contemplated by the framers of 
the measure. In considering these new provisions, the com- 
mittee assume that no hazard will be incurred with regard to 
the foreign exchanges, but that the efficient action of the law 
in that respect will be firmly maintained. The mischief now 
under consideration is the domestic drain occasioned by panic 
and hoarding, which creates disturbance by withdrawing part 
of the circulating medium. In conclusion, the committee state, 
that at the time of pressure the houses which deserved assist- 
ance received it from the Bank of England to.an extent to 
which that establishment would not have been able to afford it, 
except for the bullion retained in their coffers, under the work- 
ing of the Act. It is suggested that the Bank should continue 
to hold the powers given by the Act of 1844, subject to a 
notice of twelve months, which may at any time be given. 





THE CASE OF “ FURBER v. STURMEY.” 

We continue from last week our extracts from the published 
letter of Mr. Serjt. Jones, judge of the Clerkenwell, County 
Court, to the Lord Chancellor, upon the judgment of the Court 
of Exchequer in the above case :— 


As the paramount claims of others will not allow me to 
sue the course which would be most congenial with my feelings, 
namely, to place my appointment at your 
the deference I am ever most anxious to show to all tuted 
authorities prompts me to submit to the judgment of the Court 
of Exchequer, and to sign the case. But permit me to draw 
your attention to the position in which this places me. As # 
dpaly inp folic duties ten ates hon nal law of the 
my judicial duties are strictly defined and bys 
series of Acts of Parliament; for anx violation Guts hae 
amenable not only to the State, but also to those who 
from it. Here, a suitor in my Court has obtained a. jodgment 
for a sum ay doreting stands to bat ale in my court; 
provisions r 
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sige ath= tho pried fo shring notion an raining vier 
apsed; his terms not being acceded to, he absolute) 
buieey ‘éven Ais assent, and ‘the’ unsuccessful claimant: pro- 
ex parte, to coerce me to. act in violation of my duty; 
he succeeded in obtaining an order from a judge at chambers 
enforcing his illegal course; the Court, of which that judge ‘is 
uphold his order, made in disregard of the statute which 
dlotie gave him jurisdiction, and of the statutes and rules regulat- 
ing the practice of ‘the county courts, and threaten me with im- 
prisonmentif I disobey it! Can it be maintained that sucha threat 
or'such a.consequence will afford a justificatiowfor me, a judge, to 
widlate’ my duty as prescribed by the statutes of the realm? 
‘How am I to regulate my judicial conduct in future? By the 
‘statutes'and rules framed for my guidance; or by the judgment 
‘of the Courtof Exchequer, which has treated them all as a dead 
‘letter? By that judgment it is virtually declared that the right 
vof appeal is not restricted by the 13 & 14 Vict. c. 61, s, 14:— 
‘That the county court judges must sign any case, whether true 


‘ \or false, that may be presented te them at any distance of time, 


under pain of imprisonment:—-That the notice and security. 
‘tequired by that section, and explained by the rules, are not, as 
the Court of Queen’s Bench holds, conditions precedent to the 
otight of appeal :—That the diseretion reposed in the county 
(ourt judges will: henceforth be exercised by the learned Barons 
instead :-—That the suitors, their attorneys or agents, may in 
*fature-conduct: their business in the county courts in such 
‘manner as to each of them severally may seem fit, in defiance 
valike of the Legislature and of the judges appointed to preside 
“over them! 

But, as I share with others, less interested than myself, a strong 
-eonviction that such a judgment ought never to have been given, 
iand'that neither the judges nor the suitors of the county courts 
should be permitted to remain in the painful dilemma in which it 

ohas'placed them, the interest I take in that mighty legal reform- 
ation ‘which has hitherto prospered in spite of every opposition, 
‘and to the furtherance of which I have for so many years con- 
tributed my humble aid, will not permit me to retain an office, 
the character of which is altogether changed by this decision, 
and the duties of which, I conscientiously fear, it will be most 
‘difficult, if possible, to discharge with advantage to the public, 
or with credit or satisfaction to myself, without resorting to 
“every legitimate means in my power to effect an alteration in 
‘wlaw which has received a solemn judicial interpretation not 
vonly at variance with the most obvious grammatical construc- 
‘tion and the clearest legal principles, but calculated to produce 
‘eonsequences fatal to the envied success which has hitherto 
‘distinguished the county courts of this country; and in order 


to do so, deeply as I regret the necessity, I shall not shrink 


from surutinising with freedom thet extraordinary and consi- 
dered judgment. * 
«The case was not presented to me for five months after the 
“period preseribed by law; and as I had not exercised the dis- 
‘eretion reposed in me by law for an extension of that time, the 
learned Baron should have known, and the Court, had the 
int pressed upon them in argument, that wherever judges, 
of the peace, or others, have a discretionary power vested 
in them, the Court of Queen’s Bench have invariably refused to 
interfere. That Court has refused to compel justices at 
sessions to hear an appeal when out of time, where they, in 
their discretion, refused a postponement, though unjustly. 

On what principle, then, of law or justice can the Court of 
Exchequer, or one of the Barons, justify the assumption of a 
power over a county court judge which the supreme court of 
‘common law in the land never ventured to exercise over any 
justice of the peace, or over the humblest officer in whom the 
law had vested a discretion? 

The judgment offers no argument, cites no authority, in sup- 
port of this assumption, or in aid of any other position; it is 
Minply here, as it was at chambers, ° “ Sic volo, sic Jubeo, ” &e. 


With every mint to divest myself of prejudice, I cannot 
“Delieve that any im; person can read the short-hand 
Mriter’s notes of what occnrred on the two arguments, and the 
‘Judgment delivered on the 25th ultimo, without arriving at the 
“ conclusion that there does appear from first to last a determina- 
“thon to punish, if possible, the wren court’ judge for having 

to disobey a summons bearing the signature of s Baron of 

“the sown, aig i « * 
one acquainted with the English language read the 

48rd ye with this the solemn interpretation placed on it 
_ hy one of the superior Courts of the kingdom, and let him say 
“ Whether he thirkks there are five other men in the profession, 
‘Judges or practitioners, who can honestly put « similar con- 
_ Stuction on it? Grammatically, it is too clear to admit: of 









argument, the application for a summons can only be made 
upon an affidavit of facts, showing that a jud thks sf to 
do some act which he ought to have done. me, then, ex- 
amine it-in a legal point of view:—Prior to the passing of the 
19 & 20 Vict. c. 108, the Court of Exchequer had rio jurisdic- 
tion whatever in such a matter; they had no more @ rity to 
compel a county court judge to do any duty relating to his 
office which he may have refused to do, than they as yet possess 
to entertain such a complaint against your Lordship; their juris- 
diction was given, and is limited, by the 43rd section of that 
Act, and by that alone. According to the first principles of 
justice, every man must be assumed to have done what is right, 
and his conduct cannot be questioned until a foundation is 
laid which raises an inference to the contrary, the law cannot 
be set in motion against a criminal or wrong-doer until an in- 
formation, either on oath or otherwise, according to the nature 
of the alleged misconduct, has been laid against him; & fortiori, 
a judge, possessed of an independent jurisdiction and extensive 
powers, will be presumed to have done his duty until a prima 
facie case has been made out, showing that he has failed to do 
so; down to the passing of that Act, such a prima facie case 
could only have been made out by affidavits filed in the Court 
of Queen’s Bench alone, on a motion for a mandamus. In 
extending the remedy for the subject to the two,other common 
law courts, can any single reason or argument. be assigned or 
suggested why the safeguard hitherto afforded to the county 
court judges, and still enjoyed by recorders, justices of the 
peace, and all other public officers, should be removed in courts, 
which, until the 1st October, 1856, had not any such juriedic- 
tion af all ? 

The power to summons is a new jurisdiction, contingent upon 
its being sworn, by affidavit, that a county court judge had 
refused to do some duty relating to his office, and must be 
followed strictly... Without an affidavit, a single judge has no 
authority whatever to entertain an application for, nor toissue,a 
summons; a written complaint on oath is made essential , to 
originate the jurisdiction of a single judge, and, in requiring an 
affidavit of facts, the legislature incidentally and necessarily 
imposed on him the duty of exercising the same judicial judgment 
as to the sufficiency of the facts sworn to, before he act even upon 
an affidavit, as the Court of Queen’s Bench invariably exercise 
before they grant a rule nisi fora mandamus. Still more 
then, is it to suggest any reason why county court judges, 
discharging not unimportant duties, should be made subject to 
the authority, not of the judges, but of the judges’ clerks, who, 
without even communicating with their masters, are to be at 
liberty to assume that they have violated their duty, and to 
summons them to appear before their masters at chambers. to 
justify their judicial conduct. On the argument in this case, the 
idea of an affidavit being required at chambers before the issue 
of a summons was almost ridiculed by the Bench; when the rea- 
sonableness of such a security was argued by Mr. Bovill, Mr. 
Baron Martin said, “Jt may be a very good reason why a rule 
should be made for requiring it; but such a thing was never heard 
of!” Mr. Baron Watson inquired: “ Cam: you give me an in- 
stance at chambers where an affidavit is filed ?” and Mr. Baron 
Channell added: “ /¢ is so common to make an order at chambers 
without any affidavit, upon the assumption that the parties agree 
to the faets ! ots IP Because, then, such a thing was never heard 
of at chambers, and because, forsooth, it is so common to dis- 
pense with affidavits “ when parties agree,” & county court judge 
must submit to be deprived of the shield expressly provided by 
the Legislature for his necessary protection ! ! 

Had it not been for an emphatic denial by Mr. Baron Martin, 
that an affidavit before summons is necessary under the 48rd 
section, one would have imagined that the learned Barons were 
confounding their ordinary interlocutory business at chambers 
with the new and delicate jurisdiction now for the first time 
confided to a single judge, and that, in thus defending an 
of it, modified by time and chamber practice 


of the security afforded by the laws against perjury. 

Had the Legislature been silent, could such a-course .of;:pro- 
ceeding against a judge have been upheld by any analogy in 
practice with a similar case of complaint against any public 
officer whatever? I confidently assert that there is not only. no 
_precedent, but that such a state of things could never. be tele- 
rated in this country. What pretensions to such arbitrary 
powers do the Barons of the. Exchequer possess . What have 
ah ad arg England done to mark them out as 
seventeen Sot her Majesty’s other subjects requiring the 

liar severity ? Is it because their conduct 
pce elt ee versal approbation ? Because, by the manner 
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in. which they have discharged their heavy and arduous duties, 
they have secured the confidence of the country, and con tri- 
buted, in-no slight degree, to. the success of the greatest legal 
reform ever introduced.? Is it because their courts became so 
popular that business was being drained from Westminster Hall, 
and that the propriety of reducing the number of the judges 
was publiely mooted, and the fifteen were compelled to cast 
aside prejudices and submit to common law amendment Acts, 
assimilating their own practice, in a great measure, to that of 
the county courts ? 

Can. it. be contested that the confidence of the suitors almost 
invariably leads them to submit-their differences to the individual 
jadgment of the single judge rather than to a jury, though the 

ifference. in expense is but.5s.?...Or,. that the number 
of appeals against the judgments of the whole sixty county 
court judges do not equal ina year the motions made in a single 
term against the rulings of the fifteen judges of Westminster- 
hall?., The Court of Exchequer alone must assign a reason for 
the. degrading distinction, their judgment has drawn—I can 
devise none. 


‘A report has beeumade by the Officers’ and Clerks’ Committee 
tothe Court of Common Council, recommending that Mr. Serjt. 
Merewether, town clerk, should be permitted to resign upon a 
retiring allowance of £1400 per annum. The discussion of the 
Teport was postponed till next court. 


The Bishop of London has appointed Dr. ‘Travers Twiss to 
the, office of Chancellor of the. Diocese of .London, vacant. by 
the advancement of the Right Hon. Dr. Lushington to the 
ia of the Court of Appeal of the province of Canter- 

BLY. 





a ie > 
Recent Decisions in Chancery. 


MARRIED WOMAN, JURISDICTION OVER AS TO REAL Estate. 
Barrow v. Barrow, 6 W. R. 714. 


This is an important decision as to the jurisdiction of the 
Court over the real estate of a married woman, in cases where 
the right sought to be enforced against her is uot: supported by a 
statutory acknowledgment. The ¢ases of Lassence v. Tierney 
(2M. & G. 541), and Field vy. Moore (2 Jur., N. S., 145; 4 
W. R. 187), were mainly relied upon to establish the necessity 
of acknowledgment; and an attentive examination of those 
cases is requisite in order to understand the grounds on which 
Wood, V.., held that the principle therein acted upon was 
not applicable to the case before him. 

In Lassence v. Tierney there was a parol contract before mar- 
riage that £3000, part of the wife’s property, should be invested 
for the benetit.of the husband, and that the wife should enjoy 
the residue for her separate use. There was no contract for 
any settlement by the husband. The marriage took place, 
and some years afterwards a deed, purporting to be a 
settlement made in pursuance of the agreement, was pre- 
pared and exectited by all parties, but it was not acknowledged 
bythe wife. This deed contained a power of appoint- 
ment to the wife, who, in pursuance of such power, made 
a will partly for the husband’s benefit, and died. The 
husband then filed a bill claiming to have this will carried 
into ‘effect. It was held by Lord Cottenham that if the 
wife were alive no equity could be asserted against her. 
There was nothing but a parol contract before marriage, and 
nothing but marriage following, which alone would not support 
the contract. The wife had done nething in the course of her 
life to make it binding: Her signature to the deed was in- 
operative, and to supply the omission of acknowledgment would 
be’ to destroy the protection which the law throws ‘around 
married women. The appointment to the husband was’ there- 
fore ineffectual, and the property went to the heir-at-law. 

The circumstances of the case of Field v. Moore were as fol- 
lows: Esther Field,an infant, tiled a bill by her next friend, for 
the administration of the estate of her deceased father, and a 
decree was made accordingly. Having thus become a ward of the 
Court, she married Samuel Brown without its sanction, where- 
upon the husband was committed for contempt, and a reference 
was ordered to approve of a suitable settlemént of all the pro- 
petty of the wife upon herself and children, in exclusion of the 
husband. » Before any settlement had been completed, Esther 
Brown attained twenty-one, and the master: afterwards. made 
his’ report approving of a settlement... Esther Brown then 
petitioned’ the Court, praying that the settlement might be 
extended to her future as well as present property, and anorder 
to that effect was made. A settlement was thereupon prepared, 





and it contained trusts for the conversion of the real 
into money, and after the death of Esther Brown; and defy 
of issne, to pay the trust monevs fo such persons, other than the 
husband, as Esther Brown shouid by will appoint. 'The'settle. 
iment was executed by Esther Brown, but was not ackno’ 

by her according to the statute. There was then an order in 
the'cause on further. directions; and soon afterwards a brother of 
Esther Brown died without issue, and thereupon the reversion 
in fee in certain real estates vested in her under the limitations 
of her father’s will. An order was then made, upon her peti- 
tion, that this reversion should be included in: the settlement, 
Very shortly afterwards Esther Brown died, without -having 
had issue. By her will made in exéreise of the power given by 
the settlement she appointed the trust property for the. benefit 
of the appellant, who now claimed it against the heir... The 
judgment of the court of appeal was delivered by Lord Justice 
Turner. He first showed, by an elaborate examination of the 
authorities, that, up to the date of the order for the execution 
of the settlement, neither the conduct of the parties nor the 
proceedings in the suit could give validity to it; and he held 
that Mrs. Brown’s execution of the settlement, in :pursuance 
of the order, was of no avail without a statutory acknowledg- 
ment; and further, there was no confirmation by Mrs, Brown, 
It. was true that on her brother’s death she obtained an order 
that the reversion should be included in the settlement; but the 
Lord Justice asked, “ How is it possible to give the same effect 
to this order as would have been due to a deed acknowledged?” 
He thought it clear that the Court could not have compelled 
Mrs. Brown to acknowledge a deed for giving effeet to that 
order. 

In the recent case of Barrow v. Barrow the wife was an infant 
at the date of the settlement, which was pre-nuptial. . By that 
settlement the intended husband covenanted with the trustees 
that he or his intended wife or their heirs would, within one 
month after she attained twenty-one, surrender certain copy- 
hold hereditaments to the use of the trustees, upon trust during 
the joint lives of the husband and wife for the separate use of 
the wife, with remainder to the wife for life, and then) tothe 
children as‘the wifé should appoint, or, in default: of appoint- 
ment, equally. Kighteen years afterwards a separation took 
place between the parties, and at that time no surrender had 
been made pursuant to the covenant, and the wife still steed 
upon the court rolls as tensnt by her maiden name. Soon after the 
separation the wife filed a bill by her next friend, praying specific 
performance by her husband of the covenant. By the decree dated 
4th December, 1855, it: was ordered: that the defendant, the 
husband, should concur with the plaintiff in surrendering the 
copyhold hereditaments to the trustees upon the trusts of the set- 
tlement, and ‘certain costs and the fines upon. admission were 
to be raised by sale or mortgage. On Ist January, 1856, 
the husband died. ‘The trustees had not been admitted tenants 
as directed by the decree. The plaintiff had simee the decree 
received the rents and profits. She now refused. to concur ia 
carrying the decree into effect, on the ground that. the. settle- 
ment and the decree were not binding upon ‘her, and. she 
claimed the property as her own free from the settlement. Jt 
was remarked by Wood, V. C., that, if this claim were admitted, 
the money received by the plaintiff under the decree would:all 
go for nothing. The case of Field v. Moore, looking very 
carefully at it, did not justify what was now contended for. 
There was abundant authority that the Court: did, deal: with 
the interests of married women in real estate, in eases where 
there had been no acknowledgment, Thus there, were cases 
where a married woman had been held bound, by election, a6 
in Ardesoife v. Bennet (2 Dick. 461), on the ground that she 
was not entitled to commit a fraud, It would go to the yeuy 
root of the jurisdiction of the Court as to fraud to’ allow a 
married woman to retain the benefit of a decree, and repudiate 
the obligation of carrying it out, because the speculation had 
not turned out successful. The husband covenanted to yield 
his marital right over his intended wife's real-estates during 
his whole lifetime, in consideration of the marriage, ; She was 

rfectly free to accept. or reject the proposal. By ber next 
riend "she ‘insisted upon having the settlement carried into 
effect; she obtained a decree, and received the rents. in, purst- 
ance of it, nnd it:was impossible to say, after that, that, the 
decree ought not:to be performed by her. : 

On 4 compatison of the two cases of Ficld y. Moore,.and 
Barrow v. Barrow, it will bé observed that in. each of them # 
married woman was: plaintiff, and obtained an of the 
Court affecting herown real estate.. But in. the one.,case; it 
was held that the Court ought not, and in the, ae 
ought, to interfere for the purpose of giving effect to the. 


made. In the former case the contest lay - between, the ap- 
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pot te tad tg hele of the deceased wife. In the latter, it was, 


claiming to hold the rty absolutely, and 
istees seeking to enforce the sdttlemneat for the benefit of 
et deceased ‘husband. ‘Tlete Was no) 


betweén the wife herself 
and the trastees. But in Field v, Moore, besides’ the order to 
exeente the first deed of settlement, there was @ subsequent 
drier, tiade on the petition of the wife, that she should execute 

er deed to subject the reversion lately descended on her 


fo the trusts of the original settlement; and Turner, L. J., 


cl here that the Court would not have compelled thie 
wile, if living, to obey this latter order. 


In Lassence v. Tierney, the question was between the husband 


and the heir of the deceased wife; and Lord Cottenham, does not 
appear to have considered the husband’s claim at all strength- 
ened by the circumstance, that, he had been a party to the 
ineffectual settlenteht, / had. thereby surrendered his 
marital right over his wife’s-real estates in pursuance of the 
parol contract. before marriage. In Barrow y., Barrow, however, 


the husband’s covenant, and the wife’s acceptance of it, were | 
treated by Wood, V. C., as very important facts. There is, how- | 


eyer, this distinction, that in the latter case the covenant and 
the acceptance of it were two different transactions separated 
by an interval of many years; whereas, in the former case, both 
were contained, so far as they had any real existence, in the 
same inoperative déed. It is also to. be observed that in Lassence 
y, Tierney the settlement had not been prepared under the 
authority of the Court, nor was any question as to jurisdiction 
jnyolyed in it, 


MortGacE—BankRUPtcy—JUDGMENT CREDITOR— 
Fa DISCLAIMER. 
Harrison v. Pennell, 6 W. R. 712. 

This was a bill for foreclosure of leasehold premises. Sub- 
sequently to. the dates of the plaintiff's securities, two judg- 
ments were registered against the mortgagor, on 13th Decem- 
ber, 1856, and 11th i. , 1857. The mortgagor was 

j a bankrupt on 16th May, 1857. The question was, 
whether the judgment creditors were properly made defendants? 
The 13th section of 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, gives to every judg- 
ment, creditor a charge upon the land as effectual as if the 
judgment debtor, having. power to charge such land, had by 
writing under his hand agreed to charge the same, It is then 
provided that no judgment creditor shall proceed in equity to 
obtain the benefit of such charge until after one year from the 
entering up of such judgment; and that no such charge shall 
ar say preference in case of bankruptcy, unless the judgment 

have been entered. up one year, at least, before the bank- 
pry, It was held by Stuart, V. C., that this proviso did not 
away the right to an effectual charge. At the end of a 
yeat, such charge might be enforced in equity by the judgment 
creditor, provided he did not claim any preference in bank- 
re. A plaintiff in a foreclosure suit is justified in bringing 
, e Court: everybody who may haye a right or claim to 
redeem; and the Vice-Chancellor, therefore, thought that a 
title could not have been made, if the judgment creditors 

not been made defendants. One of the judgment creditors 
had filed a simple disclaimer. The other had filed an answer, 
hich did not amount to a full disclaimer. The bill was dis- 
missed: a8 against the two judgment creditors, but the latter did 


not get his costs. 
: ——>———- 
Cases at Common Law specially Enteresting to Attorneys. 


Legauitry or Potice Reports— CHANGES IN JUDICIAL 

i OPINION. 

Lewis ¥. Levy,'6 W. B., QB. 629. 

, About sixty: years ago, viz..in the case of Curry v. Walter 
().B.-& P, 525), the Court of Common Pleas intimated an 
9pinion, that an action could net be maintained for publishing a 
trne account of the proceedings of a court of justice, however 
injurious such publication might be to the character of an indi- 
vidual. In the report given by Bosanquet and Puller, it is indeed 
stated that no judgment in the case was ever actually given, 
0 account of some flaw in the pleadings ;, but there is nodoubt 
that the above p ion was in the course. of the 
‘argument from the Bench; and, indeed, it was subsequently on 

than one: occasion mentioned with approbation, :as, for 
orn by Mr. Justice Lawrence in the case of Rex v. Wright 
‘Ty Ry, 298). This ease of Curry v. Walter was an action 












for reporting in the Times an account of an saglication for a 
¢riminal information in the Court of Queen’s Bei “About 
thirty years later, the law of libel in these cases again underwent 
much sifting and discussion, an action having been brought for 
reporting in a newspaper. certain proceedings before a pe 
magistrate, taken by way of preliminary inquiry and befor 
cominittal This was the case of Dunean vy. Thwaites G. 
& C, 556), and here. the Court of Qneen’s Bench all; 
qualified, if they did not differ entirely from, the dec 
trine ascribed to the Court of Common Pleas in Curry v. 
Walter... They held that: whatever might be the-.case-with 
regard to the superior courts, tribunals open’ to everybody, the 
law did not authorise an: injurious. publication. of i 
of @ quasi. private character, sugh, as.these which take place 
before. justices, and which might. by them, if they. pleased, be 
lawfully conducted in private, They held, also, that.even with 
regard to the superior courts, a distinetion must.-ber-drawn: be+ 
tween proceedings of an ex parte, character .and. those which 
were not of that description—a distinction which is: not-autho- 
rised by the case in the Common Pleas. In delivering the 
judgment. of the Court in Dunean v. Thneaites, Chief Justice 
Abboit thus neatly put the real point in issue: ‘The defence. of 
the defendants to this action “ is founded upon. the supposition 
that it is lawful for the editors of the public,journals to: publish 
accounts of proceedings taking place before justices) of the peace 
by. way. of. preliminary inquiry, and with a view to commit: to 
prison, or otherwise make amenable. to,justice, persons against 
whom charges.are preferred before the justices;\ and: to-do this 
where the proceeding terminates. by commitment. .or’ bail and 
before the intended trial can take place, provided. the’: proceed- 
ings. themselves are conducted openly and. the acconnts 
are just and true.” After “stating that» the’ balance» of 
anthorities was much in favour of the segative of this 
proposition, and after distinguishing the case of Curry 
v. Walter, as arising out of the publication of proceedings:in 
one of the superior courts, Lord Tenterden went on to: say, 
that the Court of Queen’s Bench had on several occasions; ahd 
notably through the judgment of Mr. Justice Heath, in the case 
of The Kung v. Lee (5 Esp. 123), in the year 1804, expressed 
its opinion judicially against the legality of the publication:of 
such preliminary and ex parte proceedings. . “ Other judges,’ 
continued his Lordship, “ have delivered opinions. to. the same 
effect, and it is well known that many other persons have 
lamented the inconvenience and the mischievous tendency of 
such publications. They were within the memory of many 
persons now living rare and unfrequent; they have gradually 
increased in number, and are nuw, unhappily, become very fre- 
quent and numerous; but they are not, on that account, thé 
less unlawful, nor is it less the duty of those to whom.the ad- 
ministration of justice is entrusted, to express their judgment 
against them.” 

The case under discussion may be considered in the light of 
& reeantation by the Court of Queen’s Bench of these. doc- 
trines, and as an adhesion to the principles approved of’ by the 
Common Pleas, in Curry v. Walter—principles, it may be re- 
marked, more in accordance with the ¢pirit of the present times 
than those laid down as law. by Lord Tenterden. In this. case, 
the libel complained of was the publication in a newspaper of the 
proceedings upon a summons, which was ultimately dismissed by 
the magistrate; and it is curious to contrast the observations 
of Lord Campbell in giving judgment (substantially) for the 
defendant, with those above cited from the mouth of Chief 
Justice Abbott. After attempting to explain away the case of 
Duncan v. Thwaites, by dwelling upon the particular nature of 
the report there complained of, and after saying that the decision 
of Chief Justice Hyre and «his brethren ‘in. Curry v. Walter 
rested on sound legal principles now almost universally approved 
of, Lord Campbell proceeds—* We cannot join in the sweeping 
condemnations of police reports which have been pronounced 
obiter before the benefit arising from these reports had: Been 
fully experienced: We believe that they often lead to the de- 
tection and punishment of crime, and that they sometimes assist 
in the vindication of character. Against the severe denungiation 
of police reports by several eminent judges may, be placed the 
following opinion of Lord Denman, solemuly delivered by him 
before.a select. committee of the House of Lords in-the year 
1843,0n the law of libel.” The opinion. here. referred toby 
Lord Campbell is too long to quote at length, bus. it is im-the 
favdur. of police reports on’ these two grounds—viz. that they 
are useful in spreading the correct knowledge of facts to: the 
parties interested in unravelling the truth; and that, as the pub+ 
lic are aware of the preliminary and ex parte. character)of the 
proceedings. they narrate, they do not bias public..opinion with 
regard to the guilt. of the accused, 
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It is not intended here to enter upon the wide field for dis- 
cussion as to what is really advantageous to the public in this 
matter; but it is obvious to remark that the first branch of 
Lord Denman’s defence is much less assailable than his second; 
with regard to which considerable doubt may, we think, be en- 
tertained. So far, however, as the legality of the publication of 
what are usually called “ police reports” is concerned, we ap- 
prehend that the case under discussion is decisive, and that it 
will probably set the matter finally at rest. 


Parish anp County ConstaBLes—DutTy oF OVERSEERS 
TO OBEY PRECEPT OF JUSTICES. 
Reg. v. Overseers of Thornton and Justices of West Riding of 
rorkshire, 6 W. R., Q. B., 632. 

This case may perhaps have had its origin in local jealousies, 
not interesting to our readers, but it nevertheless decides two 
points worth notice. It was an application for a mandamus to 
the. overseers of a-Yorkshire township to appoint constables in 
obedience to a precept which had issued for that purpose from 
the justices of the county. And the answer in effect was, that 
no parochial constables were required in the district, which was 
thoroughly protected by the county constabulary established 
under 19 & 20 Vict.c. 69; and that for the justices under 
such circumstances to cause additional constables to be ap- 
pointed, in the exercise of the discretion vested in them by the 
previous ‘statute 5 & 6 Vict..c. 109 (which was not in terms 
taken away by the 19 & 20 Vict. c. 69), was a vexatious pro- 
ceeding, which would not be assisted by the Court. The 
Queen's Bench, nevertheless, made absolute the rule for a man- 
damus, though they intimated pretty clearly their suspicion 
that the overseers were right in point of fact, in thinking the 
county constabulary sufficient for the occasion. Hence it may 
be laid down, 1. That in the matter of the appointment of 
constables, the overseers have a ministerial duty only, and 
must. obey any precept for the purpose lawfully issuing to 
them, without regard to. their opinion as to its propriety. 2. 
That the establishment of a county constabulary for any district 
under the provisions of the Act of 1856, does not render in- 
operative the provisions with regard to the appointment of 
parish constables for a place comprised in such district, which 
are contained in 5 & 6 Vict. ¢. 109. 

Law or EvipeNcE—OMNIA PRESUMUNTUR RITE ESSE ACTA. 
Reg. vy. Fordingbridge, 6 W. R., Q. B., 649. 

A few weeks ago we noticed a case* which was decided by 
applying the rule of evidence “ Omnia presumuntur rite esse 
acta.” The case under discussion is another, more recent, and 
perhaps a still better illustration of the same principle. It arose 
out ‘of an appeal to the quarter sessions against a pauper 
removal order, in which it became necessary for the respondents 
to establish that A. had acquired a settlement by apprentice- 
ship, a fact usually established by the production of the inden- 
ture, and showing service and residénce under it. In support 
of this settlement, however, in the case under discussion, no 
deed of apprenticeship could be produced, but a witness was 
called who proved certain facts consistent with the alleged set- 
tlement, viz. that for the space of three years A. had boarded 
and lodged with the witness’s master (a tailor); that A. had 
been called by the witness an apprentice; and that A. had 
received from him instruction in their common trade. The Court 
held that, under these circumstances, the existence of a proper 
indenture of apprenticeship might be presumed, inasmuch as a 
state of things had been proved which could not be accounted 
for by any reasonable man in any other way than by drawing 
the conelusion that A. was an apprentice. 


PRACTICE—AFFIDAVIT REQUIRED IN SUPPORT OF AN APPLI- 
CATION TO BE ALLOWED TO DEFEND AFTER JUDGMENT 
SIGNED FOR NON-APPEARANCE—CONFLICT OF OPINION 
BETWEEN THE CouRTs OF EXCHEQUER aND ComMMON 


PLeas. 

Wiley v. Wiley, 6 W. B., C. P., 649. 

There is a difference between the Court of Exchequer and 
the Court of Common Pleas in the construction of a very im- 
portant section of the Common Law Procedure Act, 1852, viz. 
sect. 27, which regulates the are where—a final judg- 
ment having been signed by the plaintiff for the non-appear- 
aneé of the defendant after service of a writ of summons, 

indorsed—the latter is desirous of being let in, never- 

to defend the action. This the statute allows him to 

do if he ean obtain « rule or order for that , but only 
if (mmong other things) he makes an application for the pur- 
pose “disclosing a defence upon the merits.” It is upon the 


” 





* Williams v. Eyton, sap. p. 541, 





meaning of these words that the two Courts differ. In the og 
of Warrington v. Leake (11 Exch. 304; 3 W. R. 552) the 

of Exchequer held that the nature of the defence need ‘not’ 
precisely stated, byt that the ordinary “ affidavit of merits” 
(which simply states the defendant’s belief that he has a goo 
defence to the action on the merits) is sufficient. . The Courtof 
Common Pleas have now held, in the case under discus. 
sion, that so much of the facts to be relied upon as a defe 
must be sworn to as will enable the Court or judge to 
a discretion on the subject. The safer practice will ob 
be, to state the nature of the defence; and it is to be 

that in the Court of Exchequer Martin, B., did not concur! 
the opinion of the majority, and that the Chief Baron did 40, 
but doubtingly; while, in the Common Pleas, the Court were 
unanimous, though “ with some hesitation ” on the part of Mr, 
Justice Byles. 


if 
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Correspondence. 


DUBLIN.—(From our own Correspondent.) 
COURT OF CHANCERY. 


v. Holmes. 

This was a petition filed by George Lowe, as the heir at law 
of James Lowe, deceased, against Robert Lowe Holmes, a 
solicitor, praying that a deed of the 20th April, 1855, made 
between James Lowe and the respondent, might be declared 
fraudulent and void; and that the respondent should be comi- 
pelled to satisfy a certain judgment obtained by him against 
the said James Lowe; and that an accouut should be taken‘of 
all the dealings between them. The petitioner was the younger 
brother of James Lowe, and had succeeded, on the latter's dying 
intestate, to a property chiefly leasehold, situate in and near to 
the city of Cork. . This property had been bequeathed by their 
father, charged with an annuity and other incumbrances, and 
has lately produced but a very small net income ‘to its owners. 
It appeared that James Lowe’ came of age’ in 1852, and ‘soon 
‘after entering into possession had retained ‘the defendant 
Holmes (who was his consin-german) as his solicitor and lan@- 
agent, and had committed to him the entire management of his 
affairs. In 1853 James Lowe, who had from: time to time ob- 
tained small advances of money from Holmes, conféssed a judg- 
ment to him, on a bond ‘conditioned for payment ‘of’ £1000 
penalty. In 1854 another judgment creditor of James Lowe 
took proceedings in Chancery, and obtained a receiver over the 
property. In this receiver-matter Holmes had filed a charge 
for £539 for principal and interest claimed as due on his owh 
judgment. In December, 1854, Holmes first proposed to pur- 
chase the Cork property from James’ Lowe, ‘and ‘after some 
negotiation on this subject a rule was entered, changing Holmes 
as his solicitor, and ‘appointing a Mr. C. Bagot in ‘his ylace. 
The petitioner maintained that Lowe was, in consequence, left 
without any professional advice, the changing of the’ solicitor 
being*merely colourable. Lowe then, as was alleged, contem- 
plated emigrating to’Australia; and with that object in view 
made an nt to transfer the estate to Holmes, subject to 
all the incumbrances, in consideration of the sum of £100," ‘A 
deed to this effect was prepared, and on the 20th was executed, 
at the chambers of Mr. Bagot who then ‘acted as‘his solicitor. 
Mr. Lowe's mother now deposed, that she was present on that 
occasion—that the nature of the deed was not fully’ . 
that the consideration money was not actually paid, ‘but 
only promised to be secured by the respondent's bill, olen in 
October following. On the same evening James Lowe was 
taken ill, and five days afterwards he died... The: 
then entered into possession of the property. Under these cir- 
cumstances the petitioner co’ that the conveyance ought 
to be set aside, and that the respondent should be obliged to 
prove in the Master's office the consideration he had received 
for the judgment. 
‘For the respondent it was contended, that the transaction was 
untainted either by fraud or undue influence. _ ‘There was evi- 
dence (it was urged) to show that James Lowe's conduct ‘had 
been that of a rational and well-informed person, aware-of his 
rights, and cognizant of the effect of all his actions: ‘The sum, 
to secure which the bond and judgment were given by him; was 
justly owing; and throughout hisem! ts the best fedl- 
ing had ‘existed: between him and Holmes. ‘I'he incumbrances 
on the property were ‘so heavy, as to” r it of little or no 
present value; arid as Lowe was desirous of emigrating, it was 
natural that he should adopt ee phere 
money sufficient for that purpose. With reference’ to the ap 
pointment of Mr. Bagot ‘as his solicitor; the ‘selection fn 3 
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ly his own; and.there was the testimony of Bagot and 
witness showing that the consideration was ac 


was reserved, 
Lorp CHANcELLOR, on Friday, gave judgment. After 


i at, the time.of the execution.of the deed of April, 1845. 
IR 


the facts, his Lor proceeded to say, that he 
‘was. at @ loss to.understand Mr. Holmes’s denial. that he had 
been, ;, during .1852.4.1853, as well, as-later, the solicitor. for 
dames, Lowe... At..the time of the execution of the bond and 
warrant, a. confidential. relation undoubtedly existed . between 
: Tt.was not proved, that. the, sum of £500, or any sum 
approaching to.it, was then due by. James Lowe. Even if any 
h settlement of accounts had taken place as the respondent 

in his affidavit, no,Court of equity could, under the 
Groumstances, treat that.asa.closed and settled account. So 
young a man as Lowe, struggling moreover under adverse cir- 
oumstances, would depend almost entirely on the respondent as 
his confidential adviser, and would be easily induced to adopt 
any suggestion that he might make: In sugh a case it was the 
duty of this Court to investigate the circumstances strictly. He 
(the L. C.) would not direct satisfaction to be entered on the 
judgment; but’he would direct an account to be taken of what 
due and payable by James Lowe at the time of the exeeu- 

jon of the bond; and it would then stand as a security 
due; reserving further direc- 

tions,on’ this part. of the case until. the Master should 
have made his report.. Coming now to the second branch of 
the. case, it was not merely.a.question whether James Lowe, in 
executing the deed of conveyance, had been a free agent; but 
@question, whether all thatthe respondent could do for his 
protection had been done, considering the relation that existed 
between the parties. The draft deed of conveyance—like the 
accounts and vouchers—had been, it seemed, lost or destroyed. 
The deed itself stated the sums due as charges on the property 
in.a very obscure manner;.and, as to the consideration of £100, 
it- might be concluded that no part of it was actually paid. The 
young man, thus deprived of his patritnony, went home and 
died. Even though the payment: of the consideration could be 
proved, that alone would not impart either legal or moral right 
tothe transaction. In every relation which induced confidence, 
or involved dependence, it was the duty of the Court to see that 
such relation was not abused; and in the case of solicitor and 
client, whatever contrivances might be adopted to conceal that 
relation, the Court would:look to the truth and: substance of 
the. matter only.. ‘That a relation of confidence and depend- 
ence existed between the parties at the time of making the bar- 
gain and executing the conveyance, could not. be doubted; and 
the mockery of having Mr; Bagot interposed, just at the stage 
when, the draft conveyance had. been approved of by a “com- 
mon friend "—when the bargain was actually struck between 
the solicitor and his client—was too transparent to have any 


as.a purchaser of the estate for valuable consideration, 
sums doled out to the 
(the L.-C.) was grieved to 
a solicitor of that court. 
the profession men of up- 
ing their: talents with advantage 

of their clients and aiding the Court in the 
of justice, and willing as he was to make every 
the weakness of human nature, he 

tim this instance professional confidence 
very unrighteously employed for selfish and. sordid 
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purposes. On this: branch of the case, therefore, the relief 
tought: for must be» granted: without hesitation: |A decree 
‘would be drawn up according to the prayer of the petition. 
“Brewster, Q. €., F. Fitegerald; Q.C., Warren and Echam, 
— as counsel for the. petitioner; and the Solicitor- 
; ¢ ), Dawson, Q. C., and Beytagh, for the respon- 
“COUNTRY COMMISSIONERS TO ADMINISTER 
a is Qa THs IN CHANCERY. 

\a,the Editor of’ Tux, Soricrrors’ JourNaL & Reporter. 
SIRs You were. enough to:insert im your columns a 
Vetter from.us, dated the 19th of May last [see p. 585], wherein 





we announced the.commencement of a movement. to obtain: a 
relaxation, of the rule requiring ten years’ practice as a qualifi- 
cation for a commissionership to administer oaths in Chancery. 

A great number of petitions to that effect have been reegived 
by.us fromthe chief cities and towns of England, and laid 
before the Lord Chancellor. Ta ph 

We have received his Lordship’s answer, in which he says; 
“that he is unwilling to ‘change a rule so recently made, and 
one in the propriety of which generally he himself: concurs 
with his predecessor. At the same time, in all cases in which 
it is proved to him to be for the public advantage to relax ‘the 
rule, he will be happy to do so.” 

We request you to insert this letter, in order that: all those 
towns with which we have been in co ence, may be 
acquainted with the termination of the movement, aud may 
avail themselves, if they think fit, of the latter part of the Lord 
Chancellor's communication.I am, Sir, on behalf of the Birm 
ingham Comniittee; yours obediently, C. E. Mataewa’ 

21, Waterloo-street, Birmingham: July 19; 1858 ' 


COURT OF PROBATE. ee. 

To the Editor of Tue Soutorrors’ JouRNAL & REPORTER!’ 

Srr,—The district registrars have received from thé pritiéi: 
pal registry an intimation that they may charge 6d. a folio for 
copies of wills transmitted to London, and 3s. 3d. fora Peéord 
of administrations, in addition to the fees specified in the tables 

By the 95th section of the Probate Court Act, thé judge is 
empowered, with the consent of the Lerd Chaneellor, '‘&e: 
alter thé tables of fees; but every alteration is to be published 
in the London Gazette. 

If the alterations in question have been gazettéd, I shall be 
much obliged to any of your readers who will refer me 6 thé 
date of the publication. 

May I hope, through your columns, to call the attention 6f 
the eminent person who presides in the Court of Probate, of 
the Lord Chancellor, and of Lord Campbell, to anéther amends 
ment of which the table of fees is capable? 

In Chancery, until the begivning of last year, 1s Gd) Wis 
allowed to the commissioner for administering an oath; add 
2s. 6d. for each exhibit; by the recent alterations; thé feé for 
the oath is raised to 2s. 6d., while the fee for the exhibit is "re 
duced to 1s.; a further fee of 1s. being allowed to the soliditor 
for preparing each exhibit. 

The examiners of the Prerogative Court were formerly in 
the habit of charging for “ the time lost in referring to exhibits 
and original. papers, and writing certificates thereon,” 3s. 4d., 
6s. 8d., 13s. 4d., or more, according to circumstances. These 
fees are not mentioned in the presentment of 1784; yet the 
commissioners of 1823 recommended an allowance for marking 
each exhibit; and this recommendation was in the 
table of fees established pursuant to 10 Geo. 4, c. 53; the fee 
being 2s. for each exhibit.* , 

V it is considered that as many as one hundred exhibits 
have been annexed to an affidavit of scripts, if will be seen 
that “ considerable time is occasionally occupied and trouble 
ineurred” ¢, for which the fee of Is. 6d., for administering the 
oath may not form a sufficient remuneration.” 

A third omission in the original tables is the compensation 
for the trouble of attesting tho administration bond—possibly 
at three separate times. The forms imposed this duty on the 
commissioner, the registrar, or his clerk. 

I should like’to see a small fee (perhaps, as in Chancery, 1s.) 
to the solicitor or proctor for preparing, and (perhaps 1s.) to 
the commissioner or registrar for marking each exhibit; Ts, 
or 1s. 6d. for attesting each signature to the bond. 

, Pritt W. Dopp. 

[The casein which there were two ‘exhibits’ is reported. ° Tt 
is not noticed by the reporter as a remarkable fuet.] , 
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Foreign Laws... By Joun Pirr Tarnor, Esq 
Edition. London: Maxwell. 1858, 
The subject of evidence, to the point of 
witich it is regarded, is the least or the most important 
of learning to a lawyet engaged in the active exercise of his 
profession. ‘There is, for example, a vast-deal to be found’ in 
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Bentham’s ‘celebrated Treatise, to utilise. which would. require 
a pretty long “sittings” at Guildhall or Westminster ;. while, on 
the other hand, the rules which the legislature or practice of the 
¢otitts have .laid down concerning the production of evidence in 
our conrts of justice must be—called, as they ate, into daily 
application—at the fingers’ ends of every practitioner. Taken in 
all its béarings, both theoretical and practical, the. subject is so 
latge as scarcely to admit of being thoroughly treated within 
the re of a work not encyclopedic in its character; and 
we think Mr. Taylor wise in not attempting so to deal with it, 
and in confining his ambition to that of giving the profession a 
thoroughly practical treatise. We think, also, that he was 
judicious in contenting himself with building upon the founda- 
tion ready to his hand—viz. the work on evidence composed by 
the American jurist, Dr. Greenleaf. If, by adopting this course, 
our countryman has abandoned the claim of being an original 
writer, his self-denial exacts our sympathy and gratitude, for 
the:result has been to hima county court judgeship, and to the 
public a book which, though not without faults, is of the utmost 
value. The chief defect in the work we conceive to be the 
absence of a clear arrangement, a blemish not of much impor- 
tance, however, to one seeking only the meaning of some par- 
ticular rule of evidence, or the different instances in practice 
in ‘which it has been, applied. Here, Mr. Taylor revels 
at his ease. He is'a very well read lawyer as well as 
a graceful writer; and, accordingly, he fills his flowing page 
with illustrative cases, much to the instruction, as well as 
sure, of his expert reader. But with regard to:the tyro it is 
different ; and the absence of marginal notes makes it still more 
difficult for him to keep in view any landmarks, or understand 
what relation the particular rule, or portion of a rule, about 
which he is reading, bears to the general structure of this branch 
of the law. Another consequence of the same want of arrange- 
ment'is, we cannot but think, an unnecessarily Jong work. No 
doubt the rules “ governing the production of testimony ” (for 
such is the subject-matter of nearly half of Mr. ‘Taylor's two 
royal octavo volumes) require much space before they can be 
thoroughly illustrated by the cases which have actually occurred 
in practice; but we own to a belief that, if those rules had 
been subjected to a.closer analysis, and the treatise written 
severely.mpon the basis thus afforded, not only would such a 
course have been advantageous to the student, but everything 
material might have been said in considerably smaller space. 
We think that, not only in this, but in other works on the 
same subject, the fundamental rules which govern the produc- 
tion of evidence have been unnecessarily multiplied. It is 
true that Mr. Taylor commences his Second Part by saying that 
the production of evidence to the jury is governed by certain 
principles, which may be treated under four general rules, and 
that rules will be considered in their order. But having 
stated this, and given the rules themselyes to the following 
efiect, viz. 1. That the evidence must correspond with the 
allegations; but that it is sufficient if the substance only of the 
issues he proved. 2. That the evidence must.be confined to 
the points in issue. 3. That the burden of proving a propo- 
sition at issue lies on the party holding the substantial affirma- 
tive; and 4. That the best evidence of which the case in its 
nature is susceptible must always be. produced,—he there leaves 
the matter; and.the reader has to. discover for himself (which 
he can scarcely do till he has carefully read through the whole 
of the first, and part of the second volume), that all the chap- 
ters of the Second Part succeeding the fourth are in truth 
elugidatory of this last general rule; of. which, indeed, all the 
ether rules so copiously discussed are but corollaries or sub- 
ordinate divisions. This fourth rule appears to us to be the 
very key-note of our system of evidence, but it is strangely lost 
sight of in working out the treatise. We have rules and ex- 
ceptions, and qualifications of e investigated without 
number, but nothing to lead back mind of the student to 
this starting point, nothing to impress on him that this or that 
excluded or i as it stands the test of being 
evidence of which the case is, in its nature, sus- 
We cannot of course, in an article such as the present, 
am éseay on the law of evidence; but in further expla- 
of our objection, we offer the following development ’of 
general rule above mentioned. We would. divide what we 
to say concerning it into six parts. First,’ we would dis- 
een the nature of primary and secondary evidence, 
that, in obedience to the canon, the former is, where 
‘be he required, . ‘Chen, we would distinguish between 
‘and “hearsay.” ‘Then, we would explain that, in 
exceptional cases, hearsay is admitted in our courts, 
because; though not strictly evidence, it complies 
hts of the rule’ as being the riearést approach to. 
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evidence of which the case is in its natute ‘susceptible; and, 
that these exceptions have reference to: matters of public interest,-; 
of pedigree, or of ancient possession, and to declarations against. 
interest, or to such as.are made in the course ‘of business; ide, 
when about to:die, . Next, we would show that’ admissions’ and: 
confessions are, for the-same reason, sometimes substitiated fori; 
evidence properly so called, as -being the nearest approach to: 
evidence which can be had under the circumstances. «. Next, -we,: 
would mention those. cases in which that which would otherwise, 
be the proper evidence is excluded on the grounds-of public) 
policy, so as to make inferior evidence the best which can: tie: 
had under the circumstances, And lastly, we would investigate: 
those matters in which special and arbitrary rules are made, as, 
to the way in which the factum probandum. isto ‘be deters) 
mined, without regard to the consideration, that in the absence of 
such special regulations, those methods of proof would violate 
the general rule. Thus developed, she fourth rule would -be 
treated thus:— ‘ 
I. As to the distinction between. primary and secondary: evi- 


IIL As to the exceptions to the rule excluding: hearsay, in) 
reference to—1. Matters of public interest. 2, Matters of pedi-; 
gree. 3. Matters relating to ancient possession. 4. 

tions against interest. .5. Declarations in the course of: busi- 
ness, &c. 6. Dying declarations. IV. As to the substitution 
-of “admissions confessions” for evidence, V. As to the 
exclusion of certain proofs on grounds of public policy.-V Ly As: 
to matters respecting which special rules obtain in regard 
to the way in which they are proved. 

Some such analysis, it-is true, might be dedaced-from Mr. 
Taylor's pages at ‘large, but the student reader may ‘search in 
vain for such or any similar arrangement. The natural place 
for it would be in the table of contents; but. there he will . find 
the Second Part divided into nineteen capitular headings, 
from which we defy him to extract any line of connection what- 
ever, or anything to show that while ‘the first four chapters 
thereof are perfectly distinct in their respective subject matters, 
the last fifteen are all explanatory of that which stands fourth 
in the list. 

We repeat, however, that these are matters chiefly affecting 
the ease of the:student, and that Mr. Taylor does’ not’ profess 


over, our principal object is to notice the edition which has just 
appeared, and we will abstain, therefore, from any further 
remarks upon the general construction of the work; which, 
having now reached its third impression, has attained a position 
independent: of criticism,whether favourable or otherwise. One 
other general observation, however, it may be well here tomake, asit 
bears much upon the character and dimensions of each successive 
edition. Wetthink ita pity.that the decisions of the Irish courts; 


have been worked in to the treatise, and we would suggest their 
transfer to an appendix, in succeeding editions. « They were, no 
doubt, originally inserted, together with the desisions:‘of the 
American courts, from @ laudable desire to liberalize our own 
institutions by comparing them with those of other 

but, though with this view. we should have desired their intro-: 
duction in a work elucidatory of the principles rather than the 
practice of evidence, we consider the large additional space and 
price they entail as dearly purchased, so far as the English prac- 
titioner is concern 
addition of nearly 400 cases to those.on which he relied for the 


to what extent this list: is swollen by the :author’s readitig; 
during the last three: years, in the Irish: Law and’ Equity 
Reports, it is reasonable to suppose that several Irish cases 
have been added, and the bulk of the book thereby increased. 
Then, with regard to statutes, we find that while about 225 see- 
tions of. different Acts of Parliament passed since’ the’ session 
of 1854, have been noticed in the new edition, one-third of 
these have exclusive reference to Ireland, and are, therefore, 
comparatively speaking, of little moment tothe English 
reader. Indeed, for the last three years our own. law of 
evidence has been in a more than. usually: quiescent state: 
Few, if any, changes of? principle have been introduced 
therein, though « variety of enactments have been passed. 


for facilitating documentary proof . in 


whenever, in short, a practical difficulty has» been brought 
experienc litigant of sufficient 


his voice of complaint heard. ‘Thus, in 


enumerate briefly the chief ‘materials for the present edition), 





diplomatic and gonsylar agents of Creat Britain abroad: 








dence. II. As to the distinction between evidence and hearsay. 


to write for learners, but for the learned. At’ present, more- ~ 


and the enactments of the statutes affecting Ireland alone, should 


ed. We believe that Mr. Taylor has'made’an’ ” 
purposes of the preceding edition; and, though we cannot say. 


to light. by. the . industry of any reformer, .or has, been 

mensed Wy bd btushioe” FOU shake. 

e year 1855 (to 
‘J 

provisions were made by 18 & 19 Vict. c. 42, for siovias a 
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sinister oaths and -do ‘notarial acts; by c. 63 for improving the 
rules: of ‘evidence with regard to t the proceedings ‘of friendly 
sieties; by'c. 81, as to the proof of the registration of places of 
worship; bye, 96, a8'to the evidence of the condemma- 
tion of goods’ forfeited under the customs law; by ec. 105, as to 
the'proof of lunacy ; by -c. 108, as to the proof of 
oe connected with the sogulation of coal mines; by c. 111, 
as to the consignment or endorsement of bills of lading being 
evidence of shipment; by c. 116, as to proving the directions 
ofthe General: Board of Health; by c. 119, as to the proof of 
orders: of council and proclamations under the Passengers 
Amendment Act; by c. 120, for proving matters connected 
with the local management of the metropolis; by ¢. 121, as-to 
the proof of proceedings forthe removal of nuisances; and by 
¢./124,'as to the’ proof of proceedings taken by the Charity 
Trustees. - All these statutes contain matters which require 
to be noticed in a work upon the law of evidence. Then 
inthe year 1856 we have, c. 47, provisions concerning joint | 
stock companies; c. 96, as to the proof of marriages contracted 
in Scotland; c. 97, as to the mercantile law; c. 113, as to 
taking evidence in the Queen’s dominions, in relation to civil 
and commercial matters ‘pending before foreign tribunals; and 
e120, as to the sale of settled estates. In 1857 there are 
provisions with regard to joint-stock companies 
(c:14); provisions as to banking companies (c. 49); as to frau- | 
dulent trustees and” bankers (c. 54); and last, though by ‘no 
means least, the formidable machinery established by (c..77) 































the Probate and Administration Act, and by (c. 85) the 
Divorce and Matrimonial Causés Act, “In each | _ these 
Acts, enactments are to be found ‘bearing’ on the subject, of 
evidence more or less intimately, and they form altogether 
miscellaneous bill of fare, very attractive to. an author . 

upon by his publishers for ‘a fresh issue of a. successful were 
in a very short period after the last edition ed. 
though we do not profess to have examined  tanately, the 

in which some of these new enactments, and others i ee we 
have omitted from our list,'as being of seco 


have been dealt with, we have a well-founded in, Mr. 
Taytor’s' painstaking accuracy. It is, however, ome fa 
to remark, that in two or three On W we hap- 


pened to light, the annual Mutiny Acts are not brought u. ae 
their proper dates. This omission is, indeed, in: itself 

most trivial importance, but still it is, to a certain plates i 
mark of carelessness, and our readers mist take it for -what. it 

is worth in forming their opinion of the new edition. Our. 

remark as to this will be shown to be accurate, by cont 

page 1254 of the second edition with page 1302 of mE 

published; and it also appears from other places that, (whether 

reasonably or not), no notice has been taken of the annual 

Mutiny ‘Acts more recent than those of the year 1854. It will 

be well, both for Mr. Taylor and for the profession, if such a 

blemish as this should prove to be a fair type of those, to he , 
found’ in his work. ‘i 




















Professional Intelligence. 





THE INCORPORATED ._LAW 

SOCIETY. 

The. council of this society have re-elected Mr. Freeman 
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An order. of pension was made by the Honourable Society 

of Clement’s-inn on the 8th July inst.— 
the sum of 10, 10s, be 
to Tee Coamall of the fpf arn as asum for a Ceca 
to be-given in such manner as the Council may’ deem 
pen een of applicants for admission as 
fe understand that the other Inns of Chancery, 

ews inn, and Barnard’s-inn, have under consideration ‘ 
ject of similar grants out of their funds. It will be costae 
that -Clifford’s-inn. has already contributed an annual sum of 
ate guineas towards the desirable object of promoting legal 

cation. 
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J. H. Tozer, Teignmouth. 

W. S. Paterson, Bouverie-street. 

J. Payne, Milverton ; A. R. sare, Milverton, 

W. Pearless, East Grinstea' 





E. p hame-ag Oswestry ; E. Belfour, Elm-court, Temple, 

R. Benson, Cockermouth. 

S. Shuttleworth, South-square ; T. Redfern, jun., Gray's 
inn-square. 

H. Christian, Liverpool. 4 

F. J, Ridsdale, Gray’s-inn. j 

A. J. Moore, Sunderland. 

T. Roberts, 17, Spring-gardens. 

G. P. Wilkes, Gloucester, 


J. Philpot, Montague-street, Russell-square. 

R. Hayes, Russell-square. 

J. B. Sedgefield, Abingdon; H. Sheard, Cloak-lane. 
W. D. Kiss, jun., Fenchurch-street. 

R. Marston, Ludlow. 

W. Smith, Sheffield, 

J. Smith, Maidenhead. 

G. J. Duncan, Liverpool; W, Challinor, Leek. 
F. Southgate, Gravesend. 

J. Sowton, Great eee: street. 

i. W. Wiltiants, 

J. Studholme, Witton.” 

E. Lloyd, Thornbury ; T. Crossinan, Thornbury, 
T. M. Colville, Macclesfield, 

T. Bourne, Alford. 


S. Moore, Nottingham; W. Enfield, Nottingham, 
J. M, Clabon, Great George-street, 
W. Trotter, Bishop Auckland. 
W. H. Ashurst, Old Jewry. 
N - Shuttleworth, , South-square; T. Redfern, jan.; aray's 
square. 
G. Fry, Mark-lane. 
G. Yewdall, Leeds. n 
7, r. Bickersteth, Salisbury ; C. W. Squarey, Salisbury. 
R. T. Head, Exeter ; C. H. Venn, Exeter. 
E. J. Teale, Leeds; T. G. Teale, Leeds 
0. Hyde, Cambridge ; A. Tagner, ‘Aldermanbury. 
R. Kingdon, Laurence-lane, 
is Vizard, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
r, Red Lion-square. 
i "Fox, Old, Broad- stem, 
J. Lewis, Rocheste 
F. Woodward, Wediesbury. 
G. Masefield, Ledbury. * 
W.. Challis, Basingst 
P. Morris, Denbigh. 
Dodge, Liverpool. 
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H. M. Aldridge, Poole. 
R. Crossland, Buty, 
f tar Bis pice, Chelsea; J, Turner, Carey 


H hele mal, Hull; “ow G Nisbet, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

E Hare, Pues. 

Ww. Ww. Gracechurch-street ; J. 5 

Lancaster-pl 1 5. W. Mower, Graaeght Pie 
Henry akefield. 


Brown, 
M. G. Smith, Southam: ui D. B. 
r th, Southay m Biitorloa oh Smith, 


J. ae Bradford, Wilts. 
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» Parliamentary? Proceedings. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, July 20. 


SALE AND TRANSFER OF LAND IN IRELAND. 

Lord St, Leonarp’s asked whether it was intended by this 
Bill that titles to unencumbered as well as encumbered estates 
should be investigated by the judges themselves (whereby so far 
as respected the general investigation of titles the whole bar of 
Ireland would he thrown over), or was it intended that the 
judges should merely superintend the matter, and refer the titles 
to legal advisers, in order to ascertain whether they were valid 
ornot? When he, for the purpose of facilitating the transfer 
of land, asked their Lordships this session to shorten the period 
of limitation with regard to titles generally to 30 years, they 
were perfectly shocked at the proposal to bar all adverse 
daims to an estate on the expiration of so short a period. But 
what would become of the existing salutary limitation when 
this Bill passed? Under this Bill a man would go ‘o the Court 
and ask for a title. He would pay the duty, and obtain a 
certificate which gave him a good title; but having got it, 
instead of selling it he kept the estate. Some time afterwards 
aclaimant turned up whose title was clear and unquestionable 
beyond all doubt. If this Bill became law, however, his claim 
would be barred in five minutes, for the other person would 
produce his certificate, which would be a good title as against 
all comers. Such a provision would reyolutionize the whole 
law of property. 

The Lory CHANCELLOR said, for many years past there had 
existed the greatest possible desire among all parties to discover 
some plan by which persons having to transfer land would be 
relieved from the present tedious and expensive process of in- 


vestigating the title from a very early period, and which would: 


give a parliamentary title as. it was called, or a sort of 
terminus, beyond which it would not be necessary for any 
investigation to proceed in subsequent dealings with the land. 
It was found that land sold’in the Irish Encumbered Estates 
Court with a parliamentary title was worth four years’ purchase 
more than land sold in the ordinary way, 

Lord Cranwortu said, the Bill with some amendments 
would have his'support, since it was substantially the ‘same as 
the measure which he had brought in, and which passed the 
House by a majority of one. 

Wednesday, July 21. 
LEGITIMACY DECLARATION Br. 

Lord Lynpuurst explained that the object of this Bill was 
to enable persons to establish their legitimacy and the validity 
of the marriage of their parents, as well as their right to be 
deemed natural-born subjects. ‘The tribunal before which these 
questions would be brought was the Court’ for Divorce and 
Matrimonial Causes, from which declaratory decrees might be 
obtained on application by petition, The provisions of the Bill, 
os on under the’ direction of the present Attorney-General, 
and supported in the other House by the late Attorney-General 
and other eminent lawyers, contained every safeguard against 
abuse and surprise; and as the measure was intended to correct 
aserious defect in the law, he trusted that the House would 
give it a second reading. 

The second reading of the Bill was then agreed to. 


Thursday, July 22. 
CorrHoiy Acts AMENDMENT BIu. 
This Bill went through committee. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, July 16. 
Law or Fatse PreTences AMENDMENT But. 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Monday, July 19. 
County Court Disrricrs Bini. 
This Bill passed through committee. 
~ Law or Fatse Prerences AMenpMxENr But. 
This Bill. passed h. committee; and on Tuesday, Ji 
20, was read a third time and passed. sid 
ae Wednesday, July 21. 
Countx Court Districts Biv. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


| factor may be any one. 





Thursday, July 22. 
Propate AND Divorce Acts AMENDMENT Bixis. 

Mr. Haprrexp asked: the Secretary for the Home Depart- 
ment whether it was intended to proceed with the Probate Act 
Amendment Bill and the Divorce Act Amendment Bilf, ¢r 
either of them, this session; and, if so, when. 

Mr. WaLPoLe replied, that the Attorney-General would. try 
to pass those clauses which were necessary, by correcting de- 
fects, to enable the administration of justice to go on; and such 
other clauses as were likely to give rise to controversy he pro- 
posed to strike out in committee. 

Drarts on Bankers Law AmenpMENT Bat. 

The House went into committee on this Bill. 


Law oF Property AMENDMENT BILL. 
This Bill passed through committee. 
oe 


Amendment of the Wankruptey. and 
insolvency iLaws. 


(Continued from p..771.) 

Mr. G. W. Hastincs, chairman of the committee appointed 
at Birmingham, in October, 1857, proceeded with his.addyess,to 
the following effect :-— 

“We now come to those cases in which it is either not possible, 
or not thought desirable, to effect any private arrangement, and 
in which it is therefore necessary that'adjudication should Issue. 
With regard to this portion of ‘the’ Bill, the committee will 
remember that the principle resolved- on was, that we should 
adopt, as far as possible, the Scotch ‘system, which “has: beer 
found, since the passing.of the last Act*,‘to work well for that 
country. But there is this difference between the course which 
we propose and the system in forée’ in Scotland, that, we retain 
the official assignee and make it’ his duty to take ‘possession: of 
all the property of the bankrupt the’ instant that adjudication 
is issued. I am well aware that some of the members.of the 
committee wish for the entire abolition of the ‘official assignee; 
but the sub-committee, after giving great attention ‘to*the ‘suh- 
ject, have come to the deliberate conclusion that such a ‘step 
would not be advisable. I will tell the committee shortly what 
are the reasons on which that opinion is based)’ One-of the 
most important objects which bankrupt legislation must always 
have in view, is, that there shaJl be some means of bringing all 
the property of a bankrupt instantaneously under the grasp of 
the law, and vesting it in independent and impartial hands» yf 
that principle is ouce lost sight of, we shall again be subjected 
to all the evils which existed» in ‘England before «Lord 
Brougham’s great reform, and in ‘Scotland too some years’ ince, 
and which were so bitterly complained of in both countriés. 
Tn the Scotch system they try to get over the evil in this way: 
as soon as sequestration is issued; an application is, when meces- 
sary, made to the Court for the ‘appointment of an. interim 
factor, who takes possession ofthe propertyjand keeps it till 
the election of a trustee. 'Thatséems to me a‘roundabout and 
imperfect way—for an application to thé Court must always take 
time, and be that time long or short, there is danger that some of 
the property may be made away with. Now, by vesting the pro- 
perty in a permanent officer of the Court, the thing «is done as 
a matter of course, and instantaneously, Moreover, the:official 
assignee will be accustomed to.the work, while the interim 
He may be badly selected,.or, worse 
still, he may be in collusion with the debtor, and the. ereditors 
may suffer from his neglect of the property. . We are of opinion, 
therefore, that it:is necessary to retain ‘the; official assignee ; 
and, I may mention here, that the great importance whieh we 
attach to such an officer has weighed with us in considering the 
question whether adjudication should be allowed. to issue in the 
county courts. We propose that’ within fourteen days.after 
adjudication ‘the Court shall appoint a time and place for a 
meeting of the creditors; and when the: creditors have proved 
their debts, they shall proceed to the election of a creditors’ 





* 19 & 20 Vict, cap. 79. This Act, which is a consolidating statute, ori- 

ginated in a Bill prepared by a committee of London merchants (presided 
" Robert Slater), in co-operation with the Scotch m 

bodies. Bill was introdueed by Lord Brongham, but was not passed. 
In the fSllowing session a Bill was brought in by the Lord Advocate, which 
was in a great degree the same Measure, minus certain provisions. Among 
these omitted provisions were the ate arrangement clauses, and those 
creating official assignees.. This Bill passed as the Act above nicntioned, 
and has unquestionably remedied many of the evils fi 
of. The mode of distribution of assets is generally thought to be u- 
larly good, and it is this portion of the Act which has been th the 
Bill of the Association. . 
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assignee, who is to be the sole assignee of the bankruptcy. I 
believe it is the opinion of many of those who have paid atten-' 
tion to the subject, that one of the evils of ‘the present’ system 
ig the double assigneeship; and I suspect that one cause of the 
opularity of the Scotch system is the undivided responsibility 
6n the trustee. We therefore propose to have only one 
assignee, and to make him résponsible for the winding-up of 
the estate; ‘but we provide that the creditors may, in all cases, 
élect the official assignee to be their assignee; and I have little 
doubt that an official assignee, who is competent for the work, 
and ‘well versed in his duties, will generally be so elected. We 
expect that it will be a great advantage to the public to 
maintain in. every Bankruptcy Court an officer of this kind, 
who will be thoroughly practised in the work, and be free from 
all bias or interest. I may mention that we intend this credi- 
tors’ assignee to be a paid officer, and we have provided that he 
shall be paid at such a rate as the creditots think fit. It was 
suggested to us that the amount of remuneration should be 
fixed, and that the creditors should not be allowed to pay 
below a certain rave; but we think it undesirable that the 
Legislature should interfere in a matter of this sort, snd that 
the amount of: remuneration ought to be left open, like any 
other bargain between man and man. We also propose that the 
creditors shall at the séme time appoint three inspectors, who 
will not be paid officers, but-who will stand in the place of 
the three commissioners in the Scotch system. It will be 
their duty to andit the accounts of the assignee, to direct the 
payment of the dividends, and, generally, to watch over the 
interests of the creditors, and to report to.the Court if there be 
anything wrong, With regard to the dividend clauses, they are 
ina great measure the same as those in the Scotch “ Bank- 
ruptcy Consolidation Act;’ and I believe no portion of that 
recent measure has given more satisfaction, and we may expect 
that the same system of periodical payments will be found to 
beneficially in this country. 

“ The general principle on which these provisions proceed is, 
that the men most interested in the bankruptcy should be left, 
as far as is expedient and practicable, to manage the pro- 
eeedings. The creditors must be supposed to be reasonable 
men, and to be as capable of managing the merely commercial 
part of a bankruptey as merchants constantly show themselves 
of winding up the estates of their debtors, without the slightest 
assistance from the Court. To remedy the defects of the 
present system, which savours far too much of functionaryism, 
we wish to give to the creditors a.proper control over their own 
affairs; and one powerful argument which we can urge in 
favour of our views is this, that while we have given to 
creditors in this Bill their jast rights and proper functions, we 
have not gone too far; we have not fallen into the opposite 
error which some, in their aversion to the present system, seem 
in danger of embracing—of trespassing on the powers of the 
Court, and vesting judicial functions in the hands of the 
creditors. We have a firm belief that the true principle in 
bankruptcy legislation is to bear in mind the broad distinction 
between the judicial and the mercantile elements in bankruptcy : 
that, while on the one hand the mercantile part of the 
business should be kept in the hands of the creditors, on the 
other hand, the judicial functions should be carefully retained 
for the Court, and be exercised by a highly-paid, learned, and im- 
partial judge, who, while the creditors look after their own interest. 
will look after the public rights, and see that while the dishonest 
bankrupt does not escape the due punishment of fraud, neither 
is the honest debtor run down by a vindictive minority of 


_“ Now, as to the question of the county court jurisdiction. 
That was # point on which the committee felt great difficulty, 
and upon which they finally resolved to come to a compromise, 
namely, that the district court should be retained, but the 
county courts have a concurrent jurisdiction. There was 
indeed another plan proposed at Birmingham, that was, to make 
@ money limit, by sending the bankruptcies below. £500 to the 
county courts, and those above that sum to. the district courts. 
I am opposed to that plan, because I do not think it is based 
ona sound principle. The principle on which the county 
courts were originally established, that of affording local justice 
for recovering debts of small amount, does not apply here 
Those who have had opportunities of seeing the practice in 
county courts are aware how large # per-centage of the judg- 
ments obtained in them are for sums under five pounds, and in 
such cases both parties are generally resident near to the court. 
But in bankruptey we have to consider the convenience of the 
creditors, and they May live as far'from the debtor fn 4 small 
bankruptey as in a large one. 1 have seen lately a rather 
striking example of the inconvenience which might result from 











the proposed money limit, A few months a failed at 
Worvestity if I aibibublde igi, She abioit Widke Uhooeast 
pounds, and their assets were perhaps fifty times as large as the 
amount proposed. Now supposing that limit adopted, the 
affairs of that bank must be wound up in the. Birmingham 
District Court, though I know ao réason why such a bank. 
ruptcy should ‘not be- administered. in, the, County Court at 
Worcester. There was no fraud, the accounts. had been awell 
kept, the creditors were all resident withih teh thilles ‘of. 
locality, and for the convenience of all parties the county a 
was the best place for the transaction of the business. ~ Now 
let me, in order to illustrate my argunient, place another caj 
in juxtaposition with this. Suppose that in the same towli an 
ironmonger fails, whose asséts are £400; the case may be far 
more complicated than that of the bank, frand may be strongly 
suspected, and the creditors moreover, as will likely be thé ease, 
be resident in Birmingham; yet in this case thé } 
limitation would compel the bankruptcy to be wotind up in the 
County Coutt of Worcester. There are clayses in the Bill 

roviding for cases where there are no assets, and enabling 
insolvent debtors in those cases to petition the ¢otinty court, 
Now with regard to Mr. Miller’s proposal, that. the district courts 
should perambulate, that was considered by the sub-cotnmittee; 
but the reasons I heard urged against it, particularly by my 
friend Mr. William Hawes, who thoroughly understands. the 
subject of bankruptcy, were so weighty and conélusive, that I 
was quite convinced it was impossible. to entertain the idea, 
The mere number of books and documents which are kept ina 
bazkruptcy court render it essential that it should be 
stationary. It should sit daily and in a fixed place, in order 
that adjudication may be issued at any time, and this cannot 
be so if the court 1s running about. If it is proposed that 
there shall be a cou nn every town, with books and a staff of 
officers attached toit,and that the judge only shall be ambulatory, 
then the expense of the system would become intolerable, It 
seems to me therefore that if bankruptcy is to be more localized, 
the only plan is to give concurrent. jurisdiction to the district 
and county courts, and leave to the creditors the option. of 
determining in which court the estate should be wound up. 
And here the observation I have already made applies, that’ we 
must presume the creditors to be reasonable men, who will do 
what is best for their’own interests. It is urged indeed that 
we do not really give a concurrent jurisdiction, because we do 
not allow petitions for adjudication to be filed in the county 
courts; but I think we have done all that is substantially 
neccessary, and have certainly gone as far as is expedient. To 
give the power of adjudication on the application of the debtor, 
or of a single éreditor, to five hundred courts scattered through 
the country,—many of them in remote districts, the great 
majority sitting only once a month; with no officer-really fitted to 
fulfil the functions of official assignee, and most of them s 
situated that no such officers could be adequately maintained in 
connection with them, and to compel creditors’ to attend these 
courts from any distance in order to prove their debts and to 
give their voice in the management of the estate,—would be, in 
my opinion, to inflict grievous hardships on the mercantile 
community, would be to inflict inconvenience on the many in 
order to confer a favour on the few. Whenever the majority of 
creditors reside in a town which has no district court, they will 
be able under this Bill, by a simple resolution passed at the 
first meeting, to transfer the bankruptcy to the county court of 
that place. And as we propose that' this meeting should be 
fixed according to the residences. of the majority of the 
creditors, the advocates for the county courts, in fact, obtain all 
that they ask for subsequent to the adjudication. I do not 
think we can go further than this ‘if ‘we’ are to retain the 
district courts at all. No person has advocated more strongly 
than I have done in this committee the principle of local 
justice. I am as strongly in favour. of it as ever, but I am also 
strongly in favour of securing unanimity. And let me remind those 
gentlemen who seem disposed to go into’ oppdsition’ because 
their views have not been carried so far as they! themselves 
wish, that neither this Bill, nor any comprehensive measure of 
bankruptcy reform, opposed, a8 it assuredly will be, has any 
chance of being ‘carried “through Parliament: unless its sup- 
porters are thoroughly united in their aim. I may ( 
sub-committee, that we are prepared to make an 
that may seem desirable, as far as we Mn cobnintantly'do so; and 
when the Bill has once been approved and into the 
House, I trust that nothing will prevent every one of the 
delegates, whether present Mere to-day or not, giving to it bis 
cordial support. ‘ 

“ The penal clauses of the Bill are taken, not verbatim indeed, 
but substantially, from ‘the Draft Bill of the 
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; nome in bankruptcy will not be greater than it is in Scotland. 

















ete 4& great improvement on the 

wining ls here is one important point of detail to be 

The Bill enables the 

‘Aoust to direct prosecutions for fraud, but the allowances for 

— at quarter. sessions and assizes are at present so 

t it is hardly likely this power could be exercised. I 

mentioned this point to the sub-committee, and 

have eased that the Court might he authorised to allow a 

sufficient suin out of the fund for incidental expenses to defray 
the costs of prosecutions. 

«Wehave abolished the offices of messenger and broker, andalso 
the Accountant-General, the duties of the latter being trans- 
ferred to the Chief Registrar, who is to keep an accurate record 
of all ings in bankruptcies. The fees are reduced to a 
yery moderate amount, the number of meetings diminished, and 
the method of proving debts improved; and by all these things 
.the, money of, the creditors will be saved. We believe, that, 
‘should this Bill pass into law, the expense of winding up an 


have throughout endeavoured to get rid of legal expense, 
not by pay: ing solicitors less for what they have necessarily to 
do, but by giving them less to do in the way of meetings and 
other matters. We consider it-an unsound principle to cut 
down the remuneration of professional men for their discharge 
of necessary duties, and I must be allowed to say, that I have 
met with no men more anxious to diminish the expense of 
bankruptcy than are respectable solicitors, and I am sure there 
afé no men who give us more able, zealous, and disinterested 
assistance, than solicitors who are engaged in extensive mercan- 
tile practice. Ihave one word to say as to the certificate. 
‘The system of classification is abolished by the Bill; and on 
that head I believe there will be little difference of opinion; but 
I intend to take the sense of the committee on some other 
provisions of the Bill relating to certificates. It is proposed, on 
the bankrupt passing satisfactorily, that the Court should give 
him a certificate of conformity. This certificate will be, in fact, 
an acknowledgment from the Court that the bankrupt has 
fulfilled his duties to the public, and that he has complied with 
the requirements of the Act,.and it will when granted protect 
his person from arrest. His discharge from his debts will only 
be obtained when that certificate has been endorsed by the 
ereditors.. This provision was much discussed in the sub- 
committee, Mr. William Hawes arguing strongly in its favour, 
but it was only carried by a small majority, I am anxious to 
take the opinion of the committee upon it, because, after much 
doubt, 1 have come to the conclusion that it would not be 
expedient to- adopt it, it being a violation of the principle which 
I have before alluded to, that the judicial and mercantile 
elements should be kept distinct in bankruptcy. 

“When, on the one hand, we consider the defective condition 
of the law, and. the many grievances that arise from it; the 
numerous and complex Acts which have accumulated on the 
subject of bankruptcy; the Courts, which even to those who 
“have the readiest access to them have become repulsive from 
oMearness and. inefficiency; a mode of winding up bankrupt 
@states.which is seldom availed of, except in cases of urgent 
necessity, because opposed to the reasonable and customary 
~ method adopted by merchants themselves, and violating the 
ty so often laid down by Lord Brougham, that procedure 
should follow the natural course of action as observed in 
ordinary transactions. between man aud man; a laxity of 
administration, which has made the Court a terror, not to evil- 
doers, but to the upright creditor, who, having been already 
unfortunate in the credit he has given, is compelled to endure 
_ the additional mortification of seeing his dishonest debtor slip 
* throngh the fingers of justice:—when, on the other hand, we 
~ousider the various salutary provisions in this Bill, and the 
substantial benefits which its enactment would confer on. the 
= pao we must feel ee tosupport it in the hope that it 
will form the commencement of those improvements in mercan- 


_ file jurisprudence, which will probably never be effected except by 
the united action of Chambers of erce and other bodies 
representing the tr: 9 community,” 

» Sk.was then resoly: 


“Phat the Draft prepared by 
: dae ance seer ea ere subject to the 


Th order to meth a) far as practicable, the views of those 
- mamabers of coinmittee who are anxious to secure a 
of creditors shall be held in such place as the 


tee appointed at Bir- 
alterations to be 


pit py scene having been s atileiidl that monn 
small insolvent cases might be deprived of their sg 
ties for release in the county ceurts, it was resolv 

“That the sub-committee proyide that the insolvency jurisdiction at 
present vested in the County Contes be contintied, and that the sittings be 
not necessarily private.” 
It was resolved :— 

“That the certificate granted by the Court should operate as a complete 
Siekhame to to the bankrupt, and that no endorsement by the creditors ahtould 

required 
Several other minor alterations were resolved on, and the 
Bill was to be amended accordingly, prior to its introduction 
into Parliament. 
Tt was also resolved :— 
“That Lord John Russell, the President of the Jurisprudenee Departament 
of the National Association, be requested to introduce the Bill inte the 
House of Commons.” 

“That it is desirable to obtain the opinion of the mercantile classes in 
London on the principle and details of the Bill.” 

‘That the sub-committee be. 
may be necessary for bringing the 
enactment into law. 


to take any measures that 
into Parliament, and obtaining its 
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Births, Marriages, and Deaths. 
BIRTHS. 


CAIRNS—On July 20, at, 79 Eaton- 
CHAMBERS—On July 17, at 8 Hot 


e, Lady Cairns, of a son. 

villas, Putney, S.W., the wife of 
R. Hareourt Chambers, Esq., of a son. 

GRIDLEY—-On July 14, at Brunswick-sq., Brighton, the wife of H. G. 
Gridley, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter, who but a short time sur- 
vived her birth. 

LUSH—On he A at Balmoral-house, Avenue-road, Regent’s-park, the 
wife of Robert Lush, Esq., Q.C., of a son. 

SS ae pin 17, at 9 ‘Claremont-sq. .» the wife of Mr. James Pearce, 

a danghte: 

ROWDEN—On July 16, at 17 Downshire-hbill, Darrister-at-Lavw, of the Sidhe of 

Francis Rowden, Esq., ‘of Lincoln’ 's-inn, Barrister: of 2 
MARRIAGES. 

CUTLER—MASON—On July 22, at St. John’ 's church, Richmond, by the 
Rev. the, Chancellor Wales, M.A., vicar of All Saints’, N 
uncle of the bride, assisted by the ‘ees John T, Manley, M.A., incumbent 
of Mortluke, the Rev. Henry George Gervase Cutler, BA., son of Frank 
Cutler, Esq., of Bordeaux, Capt. EN., to Harriet Anne eldest 
daughter of Nathaniel Mason, Esq , of Richmond-greep, Surrey. 

GILL—WRIGHT—On July 15, at St. George’ 's, Bloomsbury, Mr. 
Jan. of 18 Bedford-place, Russell-sq., Solicitor, to eth 

of Mr. William bdo. | late of Carlisle, and second daughter éf Mr. 
Thomas Gash, late of Aldersgate-street. 

ORFORD—BRAGA—On July 14 14, at W alton church, by the Rey. To 
Hadfield, M.A., iticambent of Silverdale, William Orford, Esq., BLA:, 
Christ’s-college, Cambridge, and Solicitor, of Cheetham-bill, near i. 
chester, to Eliza, eldest daughter of José Matques Braga, Esq., of Newbie- 
terrace, Walton Breck, near Liverpool. 

PIDCOCK— HUDSON—On June 14, at St. Mary's, Woolwich, by the Rev. 
Henry Brown, M.A.. rector, Richard Pideock, es of Chureh-hill, Wool- 
wich, to Emma, eldest daughter of George Hudson, Esq., of Brewer- 
street, Woolwich. 

TACEY —GREEN--On mip | 13, at St. Paul’s church, Hammersmith, Mr. 
William George Tacey, of Brighton, to Jessy, only daughter of the’ late 
Samuel Frederick Green, Esq., Solicitor, of Lincoin's-inn-fields. 

DEATHS. 

PARKER—-On July 20, at 14 Ashley-place, Westminster, Mary, widow of 
the late Hon. Vice-Chancellor Sir James Parker, aged 59. 

WHITE—On July 13, at Merton, Surrey, 1d the wife of Edward White, 
of Great Marlborough-street, Esq., aged 57 


omas Gill, 
h, widow 





monet —}— ~ 
Anclarmed Stock in the Bank of England. 
The Amount of Stock heretefore slandi in the following Names. will de 


transferred to the Parties ph as the same, unless other Claimants 
appear within Three Months :— 

Birxert, Rev. James, Curate of Ovingham, Northumberland, and Joan 
Dynevey, Gray's-inn-square, £106: 19 : § Consols.—Ciaimed by Tuomas 
Dywnevey , CoaRtes DYNELEY, Jon CoveRDaLe, and Dante. daMes Lae, 
executors of Joun DrNneLey, who .was the survivor, 

Davenport, SAMUEL, Silversmith, Lime-street, £20,000 Conseils. -Claimed 
-by Gronce Powsut, one of the executors. . . 
Dys, Roseat, the younger, Gent., White Lion-street, ‘Spital-square; £100 

New 3. per Cents.—Claimed by Rospert Drs, formerly the 

Gatiwey, Sir WiituraM Parnes, Bart., Southampton, £2078; 18 24 New 
34 per Cents.—Claimed by Sir Wittiam Parnes Gatiwey, Bart., the 
acting executor. 

GREEN, BeNsamin, Gent., Islington-terracé, Cl and Magy 
ANw Green, his wife, £15 per annum Long Ann sweaty by ANN 
Cours, Widow, late Wife of James Coxss, the ane executrix of MaR¥ ANN 
Green, who was — survivor, 

Hatt, Wituiam, Gent., Tha Manchester-square, £42 per annum 
Long Annui ties. —Claimed re M Hat. 

MUTCHELL, Captain WittiaM, E.1.C.S., 213,045 : G: 10 44, per Cemts., 1896 

by Wittiam Sourav, one of the executors: 


a 
Heirs at aaw Love ‘Next of Bin. 


Advertised for in the Loniion Gazette and elsewhere during 
Fox, Ricuaap, Watch Finisher, Prince cy herpes Be ty 





‘ a tion for the county courts, it was re- 
"@ That the frst 
Bm red regard, as fax as possible, to the 
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Isaac, Groner Faeperick, Solicitor, formerly of Pall-mall East. (: 
to be now dead). To communicate with Mr. Henry Fryer, ,2 
Gray’s-inn-place, Gray’s-inn. 

Pace, Samvet, 128 Brick-lane, Spitalfields sor ~ on Nov. 24, 1836). 
Page v. May, M. R. Last Day haadien 





Money ‘Pavket. 


Ciry, Friday Evening. 

During the past week the English Funds have gradually 
improved. The closing price of Consols this afternoon for 
money is 95{ to 96 per cent., showing an advance since this 
day week of # per cent. In the foreign stock-market there 
has also been some improvement in price, with an active de- 
mand. The railway market has been favourably. influenced 
by the advance in the English funds, and also by an increase 
in traffic. In several important lines the shares have materially 
advanced. 


The arrivals of specie have been large, and gold has come in 
at the Bank from several quarters: From the Bank of Eng- 
land return for the week ending the 21st inst., it appears that 
the amount of notes in circulation is £20,605,630, being a 
decrease of £177,730; and the stock of bullion in both depart- 
ments is £17,212,937; showing an increase of £314,271 when 
compared with the previous return. 

The proprietors of the London and Westminster Bank held 
their half-yearly meeting on Wednesday, Alderman Salomons 
in the chair. The report of the directors was. adopted, and a 
dividend declared’ at the rate of 6 per cent. per annum, and a 
bonus of 5 per cent. on the paid-up capital. The sum of 
£2578 remaining from the profits of the preceding half-year 
has been added to the surplus fund, making that fund amount 
to £165,204. The net profits of the last half-year amount to 
£93,882. The Bank holds in Government Stock, Exchequer 
Bills, Exchequer Bonds, and India Bonds, nearly £1,800,000, 
and cash in hand nearly £900,000. 

Mueh has lately been said in England relative to the depres- 
sion of public securities and the stagnation of trade in France. 
From a statement taken from the Moniteur, it appears that the 
revenue of France for the first six months of 1858, compared 
with the corresponding period of 1857, shows an increase of 
£556,400; and compared with the corresponding period of 
1856, an increase appears of £1,607,800. The items of revenue 
in which an improvement has takey place in 1858, compared 
with 1857, are, home-made and colonial sugar, liquors, and 
tobacco; on the other hand, a decrease in revenue appears in 
=: sugar, in stamp duties, in gunpowder, and in miscel- 

Jameous merchandise. A balance of the te amounts 
shows an improvement of revenue in 1858 over 1857 and 1856 
as above-mentioned. In regard to public securities, the present 
price varies very little from the quotations of last year and the 
early part of the present year. These facts give a favourable 
aspect to the present state of affairs in that country. 
- —_—~<- — 
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Railway Stock. 


Raltways. Sat. | Mon. |. Tues. 








Birk. Lan. & Ch. June...) .. 0p ve 
Bristol and Exeter «...) «+ sis 
Caledonian........+.-+ 7  ] 74) 773 8 
Chester and Holyhead..| .. oT .. 
Eastern Counties ...... Gif 61g  ¥62 14:9 
Eastern Union A. Stock.) .. se ss 
Ditto B. Stock ....| .. os ee 
seceee os ar 92 
Pt os se 26 
Edin. Perth, and Dundee} 255 5| .. o> 
Glasgow & South-Westn,| .. <a “i 
Great Northern °...... 101} 2/102} 14° 1014 
Ditto A. Stock ..../ .. < és 


sf ce | 108K | 104 yf 
ahetavame 49} 9 3] 493 50] 498 3 
ee ue 9ig 
Lon, Brighton & S. Coast} 110 


London & North-Wstrn..|89f 905/914 @ 4/913 3 slot 
London South-Westrn. "ha i, 94 
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Ensurance Companies, 


Equity and Law 
English and Scottish Law Life . 


Legal and Commercial 
Legal and General Life 
London and Provincial Law... 
Medical, Legal, and General. . 
Solicitors’ and General 


——-—@— -- 
Estate Exchange Meport, 


(For the week ending July 15, 1858.) 





Ar THE Mart.—By Messrs. Norton, Hooeart, & Taisr. 

Freehold, Part of Roxborough Farm, Harrow, Middlesex ; two enclosures 
of meadow land, about 19a. 2r. 34p.—Sold for £2100, 

Freehold Ground-rent of £110 per annum, secured upon’ The Mount 
Estate,” Harrow, and Northolt; residence, grounds, &c., about 3la. 3r. 
—Sold for £3400. 

Freehold, several enclosures of Meadow Land adjoining the above, about 
67a. Or. 29p,.—Sold for £3720. 

Freehold, Enclosure of Meadow Land, with small cottage and ‘buildings 
thereon, adjoining *‘ The Mount,” about 14a. Ir. 7p.—Sold for £1700. 
By Messrs. Gapspen, WinteRFLoop, & Exzis. 

iapeatee Te & Sew, No. 36, a ie ee ary 

term, 
let at £32 per annum.—Sold for £190 
By Bure, inane, 

Freehold, Nos. 17 & 18, Upper George’s-place, Holloway; let at £35: 2:0 
per annum.—Sold for £205. 

Residence, No. 5, Prospect-place, Barnesbury-street, Isling- 
ton; let at £27 per annum.—sold ‘or 20 
By Mr. B. Rex. 


Drywood’s Fore. Foeacts farm-house, 
"eae ater ta a Sa 
ely se anal 72a, 3r. 1p 1 
243 pp sansa ly + 


AT THE seeeie tae piece: CHARLTON. 


Freehold Villa Residence, the Fire or Keebles, Brenchley, Kent ; gardener’s 
a cottages, and 24a, Ir. 33p. paddock, pleasure, and 


grounds.—Sold for £ 
Freehold Enclosure of Arable Land, _Cocketigfeld, Brenehley, 2a. Or. B4p 
let at 9 Jos ennumne-ett Se 


£70. 
Thi aarti Farm, we 
urst, and wily 's Farm, Brenepiey, commana © 
psa MBL thy on Cn a Pl La oe 


Freehold Bhslomure of Atable Meadow Land, “ Ballswinmers,” 58. 0F- 
Ip.—old for £200, at 


oe FSF F i e. 
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"Freehold, Pistock-hill Meadow, anit a Sev 5a,/3r, 14p.—Sold for £320. 
ee aces ee 2 calle tenements, with about I acre of 
eho of Crodk House and Latterstoll Farms, containing together 
bla. Or. TTB Wor ween. 

gene Enclosure, ‘Arable and Wood Land, “ Baker-field,” 3a. lr. 15p.; 
let at £3 per annum.—Sold for £100. 

Freehold Cottage, in'2 dwellings ; let at £9 “4 ees Oe ee ly, 

"8p. of meadow land adjoini joining. —Sold for 

LZ By Mr. Onpwoop. 

Leasehold Houses, Nos: 7 & 8, Cleveland-terrace, Victoria-road, 
Dalston ; term, 90 years from Mii Midsummer, 1853; ground-rent, £7; let 
at £48 : 2: 0 per annum.—Sold for £290 

At THE Marr.—By Messrs. Beart & Sons. 

Freehold, the Newtown Park Estate, Boldre, Southampton, comprising 

and grounds, residence, ‘‘Grove House,” farm- three cot- 
-) anid 313 acres pasture, arable, and woodland. — Sold for 


£10,100. 
By Mr. J. W. Warp. 
cog: Dwelling-house, No. 7, Winchester-place, High-street, Peck- 
3 term, 80 from Lady-day last; ground-rent, £3; let at 
Bib: ig: 0.—S a for £100. 
9) No. 8, Winchester-place; same term and ground-rent ; let at 
: 4: 0 per annum.—Sold for £100. 


By Messrs. Carnnock & GaksworTay. 

The Equity of Redem in a Leasehold Estate, Nos. 5a & 4a, James- 
{ street, Nos. 10 & 19, Sheldon-street, and 22, Westbourne-place, Bishop’s- 
wore held for long terms, at ground-rents ‘amounting to £100 per 

; tote] clear rental about £320 per annum, ee to a mortgage 
effected at 5 per cent. for an unexpired term of 1} years.— 

“sald for £1000. 


Leasehold House and Shop, No. 18, New-street, Dorset-square; term, 91} 
ty 3 ean 1809, at a peppercorn ; let at £70 per annum.— 
Freehold, three Pasture Fields, part of the Combe Estate, Presteign, Here- 
‘fordshire ; about 26a. 2r. Bn, oh pes eet sem at ae! aed 
| meadow land, about 2a. 2r . 11p.—Sold for £1250 
Ar rHE Mart.—By Messrs. Norton, Hoacart, & Trisr. 
Leasehold Dwelling Houses, Nos. 1, 2, 3, & 4, Foundling-terrace; an d 
— 


ve workshops, yard, and premises in the rear; term, 51 years, 
from Midsummer, 1858; ground-rents, £8; let at £204 : 10: 0.—Sold 


for £1660, 

Freehold, ‘ The Star Coffee House,” No. 10, Arundel-court, Haymarket; 
“tet at £50 per annum.—Sold for £820. 

Leasehold Residence, No. 25, Euston-square, St. Pancras ; term, 50 years 
from last ; -rént, £36 : 15 : 0 per annum ; estimated 
value, £70 per annum.—Sold for £200. 

“oy Plot of Building Land, London-road, Clapton, Middlesex.—Sold 


Prechold Plot of rary | ge close to Higham Hill Common, Waltham- 
stow, aoa iene for £ 
oa Asnorr & WRIGGLESWORTH. 
| Five Beg Nos. 6, 7, 8, 9, & 10, Charterhouse-square ; let at 
r annum.—Sold for 6360 guineas. 
2 Fall Mansion, No. 26, St. James-place, St. James, Westminster.—Sold 


By Mr. AprauamM Booru. 


Leasehold, Improved Ground Rents, £13 per annum ; secured upon ‘Nos. 
16 & 17, Upper -villas, Camden-road ; term, 90 years from 


ca 


s 


Ar GarrawaY's.—By Messrs. FarEBROTHER, CLARK, & Lyre. 
Freehold, Hyde House, Edmonton, Middlesex ; family residence, gardens, 
cottage, numerous outbuildings, meadow-land, &c.; about lla. 3r. Op. ; 
«let at £167 : 9: 0 per annum.—Sold for £3500, 
Residence, adjoining mye House, Bury-street, Ed- 
montane lahat, AAS pee. SCA 4 also a piece of meadow-land, la, Ir, Op. 


ny poh 8 Land, Bury-street, let at £2 per annum; cottage 
oF gp Rong : 16:0 per annum ; nee noes buildings, stack- 
“yard, and of meadow-land, La. 2r. 30p. —Sold for £380. 
pea Plot of Building Land, Bury-st,, la, 2r, 30p.—Sold for £305. 
Copyhold, Baker? een tee wut ectheiitines, be 
8 fap tnd -house, with outbuildings, Sun- 
, Middlesex ; let at £38 per annum.—Sold for £670. 
‘and ‘No, 3, Little: Queen-street, Lincoin’s-inn ; 
“tevin, 70° years from 5th April, 1826; peueet-as rent, £15 : 10: 0; land- 
tax, £3: og 3; let at £80 per annum.—Sold for £600. 
rue Manr.—By Messrs. Harps & VaucHan. 
Freehold oly Nos. yd 2, & 3, Cock-court, Snow-hill, and spacious 
» b rrotaeing 004 : 15; 0 per annum.—Sold for £570. 
Business Premises, No. 1, Lyall-place, St. George’s, Eaton-square 
; term, 66 years from 25th March, 1858; ground-rent, £14 ; let 
wet > —Sold for £495. 
No. 6, Deacon-terrace, Pelton-road, Greenwich ; 
Chrtstmas, 18 1857; ground-rent, £2; 9; 0; estimated 
al half of Dulding Land, Florence-street, Deptford, 
leasehold ground-rent of £12: 10:0 per annum, se- 
wy haere yng term, 76 years from 25th March 
rent, £45,—Sold for 70. 
By Mr. Arxrns. 
Copbeld Residence, Paradise-row, Stoke Newington ; let at £35 per annum. 


Leasehold Residence No, 21, Church-road, De Beanvoir-town, Kingsland ; 
term, , 1858; ground-rent, £4: 1070; let 


ne 
5 


aa 
1a 


Ai 


By Messrs. Dean & Hupson, 
plot of Building Ground, West-hill, near Wandsworth ; 196 feet 


—Sold for £280. 
Land, Melrose-road, Weatrhill ; 130 feet frontage. 









Mr. Mansz. 
Freehold House and No. ld, Great Lincoln’ 
err eps - Mined eoddely at thick ae 
&e.; and Gla. lr. 20p. 


Residence, No. 81, Chalton- street, Somers-town ; term, 91 years 
ee 1791; ground-rent, £3; let at £28 per annum.—Sold 
r £180. 

Leasehold Improved Ground+rent; $28 : 10 : 0; per'annum, with pig > 
arising from Nos. 6, 7, & 8, Churehway, Somers-town; let for 59) 
years fron Michaelmas, 1825 ; held for 91 years from Michechoes, 1791. 
—Sold for £320. 

AT THE Marr.—By Messrs. Cu & Ga ¥. 

Pees. tle 20p. Land, Eoere pits ot ie Comte Estate, in the 
parish of Presteign, Herefordshire. for £1400. 

Fiosbeld, Piece of Pasture Land, containing about 2r. 13p., also part of the 
Combe. Estate.—Sold for £25. 





£6650 54 per cent. Perpetual Preference Stock td the West Hartlepool Rail- 
way pany.—Sold, in lots of £500 each, for £7345, averaging about 
111 per cent. ‘ 





London Gazettes. 


We fitember of Parliament. 
ToEspayY, July 20, 1858. 
BoroveH or Sramrorp.—Sir Stafford Henry Northcote, Ree pe of Pynes, 


in the of Deyon, vice John Ing ‘Esq., who has accepted the 
office of Her Majesty’s Lord Justice Clerk in Scotland. 
Bankruypts. 


Tusspayx, July 20, 1858, 


BERRY, Etizasprn, Hotel ee Birkenhead. Com. any July 29 and 
Aug. 33, at-ll; Liverpool. Off. Ass. Turner. Sols, i 
Liverpool.» Pet. July 16. 

COX, Josep, Berlin Wool Dealer, 13 William-st., Camden- 
and 16 Park-terr., Regent’s-park. Com. nth July 90 wl Ag 
11; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. Cannan. Allen, Nicol; -& 
Queen-st. Pet. Faly 10. 

CRABTREE, Samvusrn, Builder, 28 Vine-st., York-rd., Lambeth, oo 
Fane: July 30, at 12; and Ang. 27, at 1; poi he. Sele 
Whitmore. Sols. J. & 8. Solomon, 22 -pl. 

GARSIDE, Tuomas, Licensed Victualler, Aahtarrander Lyne Ame, 6 
27, at i2; Manchester. Off. Ass. Hernamian. 

Ashton-under-Lyne. Pet. July 13. 

HALEY, Wiiu1am, Hatter, Leeds. Com. West: Aug. 6 and Sept. 3, at 
11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Off. Ass. Young. Sols. Upton & Yew- 
dall, Leeds. Pet. July 16, 

PUTTOCK, Joux, Timber kes epee 219 Upper Marsh, 

Surrey, and Horsham, Sussex. Holroyd : re 3 3 and g. 9 ind Sop 
at 2; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. tae. Sols. Lepard & 
lane. Pet. for Arrgnt. June 8. 

ROSS, MicHak., Boot and Shoe Manufacturer, Manchester. Aug. 3 & 31, 
at 12; Manchester. Of. Ass. Fraser. Sols. Boote & Jellicorse, Man- 
chester. Pet. July 17. 

Friary, July 23, 1858. 
cpr pee Tuomas, Booksell Publisher, 3 Dane’s-inn, Strand, and 16 
Augustine- 





Aug. 6 & 27, at 11; Manchester. Of. Ass. Hermaman. Sol, Taylor, 
Cooper-st., Manchester. Pet, July 21, 
ELSWORTH, Jouy, Naphtha tas forty Kingse -upon- Hull, bay 
hi 


Ayrton : Aug. d and Sept. 1, at 12; To 
Sols. Holden Shun eee lhe, Pe. 


GRAY, SETH, Cloth Manufacturer, Calverley, Yorkshire. Com. Ayrton; 

Aug. 9, at 11.30; and Sept. 3, at 11; Commercial-bidgs., Leeds. A 
ss. Hope. Sols. Barr, Ni & Barr, Leeds. Pet. July 14. 
Guireit H, Tuomas, Builder, 5 Montpellier-st., Walworth. Com. Goul- 
nae Aug. 4, at 11; and Sept. 6, at 1; hall-st. Of. Ass. Nichol- 
son. Sol. Howell, 15 Bow-lane, Cannon-st. . July 15. 
HUGHES, Joun, & Tomas Dyne Sree, Engineers, Newport, snag ll 
shire, carrying on business under style of Usk Side Iron Company, Com. 
Hill: Aug. 10 and Sept. 14, at 11; Bristol. . Ass, Acraman. Sols. 
a Newport; or Savery, Clark, Fussell, & Prichard, Bristol. Pet. 
21 

JONES, Ricwarp, Ship Owner, Delgelly, Merionethshire. Com, Perry: 
‘Aug. 10 & 3),' et 12; Live: Of. Ass. Mi Sols. Francis & 
Almond, 31 North John-st., Liverpool. Pet. July 7. 

LYALL, JouN, formerly of the se Brewery, Chelsea, Dealer in Malt and 
Hops, then of Thurloe-sq., Brompton, and late of Tot- 
tenham-ct,-rd.,and then of 16 eto » out canis 
for Debt in the een's +o be Com. Goull anaes 
1.30; and Sept. 


PARKER, BuxJaaux, Merehant, tate oth Adelaide: ph, 


Prisoner in the n's Prison, Southwark. Com. Fonblanque:; Ang. 4, 
Doar in he eens Heb, Sot Of. Ass. Stansfeld, 3 


1 Guildhall-chambers, hall-st. Pet, July 19. 
PEARSON, nig Weep , East Bergholt, Suffolk, Com, Goul- 
burn: Aug. 2 at bs 008 tants S06 Ales Peanenei-e. OF. Ass. 


Nicholson . Sol. Jones, 14 Gresham-st, avd Colchester, Essex. Per. 

16. 

WEST, Joun Plymouth, (om. Bere; 12 & 31, ati; 
‘Athensoum, Plymouth. Of, Ass. Horta. | 3 Seis. Hooker, Lavers & 


Matthews, Plymouth ; or, Stogdon, “8 July 20. 

LE, Jomy, : Aug. 5 & at 
10.307 Shirechall, a onl ey ar a a 
ton Mowbray. 


ZUCKER, Lawes  euslier, 338 Com, Goulbarn :. Aug. 3, at 


By Has cect posi pe 
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MEETINGS. 
Tosspax, July 20, 1858. 
Bowman, Epwarp pone, A Pa rmeries Hoe 
New-park, , and | Alma-villas, 


rap eae 
ness in partnership with Lewis Robert maymnond 1 — 
& Raymond). Div. Aug. 10,at 12; Basinghall-st. 
LAWRENCE, MARIA, ye ~Sve Lambeth- walk, Lambeth. = pre mt at 12; 
Com. 


Basinghall-st. 

Oates, CRaRLes, Wooistapter, Heekmondwike, Yorkshire. Prf. of Dbts. 
July 30, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds Com, West. 

PENSTON, GEORGE, & Saran PensTon, Ironmongers, 21 Penton-row, Wal- 
worth-road. Div. joint est., and sep. est, of each, Aug. 12, at 12; Ba- 
singhall-st. Com. Fane. 

Ratnrorp, Wit.iaM, Cabinet Maker, Liverpool. Div. Aug. 10, at 11; Li- 
yerpool. Com. Perry, 

Fripay, July 23, 1858. 

Byuicock, Frepericx, Grocer, Colne, Lancashire. Last Ex. (from adjnt. 
sine die) Aug. 4, at 12; Manchester. Com. Jemmett. 

Buxton, JAMES, ‘on. Spinner, Leavengreave, Rochdale, Lancashire. 
Div. Sept. 10, at 12; Manchester. Com. Skirrow. 

Cocxsnorr, Epmunp, & Jonn Cocksnorr, Worsted Manufacturers, Frizing- 
hall Mill, Bradford, Yorkshire, Div. Aug, 13, at_115-Commercial-bldgs., 
Leeds. Com. West. 

Exter, Caarves, Corn Factor, Wakefield. Div. Aug. 13, at 11; Commer- 
cial-bldgs., Leeds, Com. West. 

KEAL, Wituiam Hexky Joun, & Dantet Jacksow Rogerts, Merchants, 
3 Rood-lane, and Prince Edward's Island (Keal & Roberts). Zast Ex. 
(by adjnt. from July. 3) Aug. 4, at 12.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fon- 


blanque. 
— Jou, Cloth Mamafacturer, Pudsey, Yorkshire. Dir. Ang. 13, at 
; Commercial bldgs., Leeds. Com. fest. 

nicdion, WILLIAM, Worsted Spinner, Bradford. Div. Aug. 13, at 11; 
Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Com. West. 

TURNBULL, Rapa, News Agent, 71 West Perey-st., North Shields, Last 
Br. (by adjnt. tng duly 8) Ang. 5, at Il; Royal-arcade, Neweastle- 

. upon Ellison. 

DIVIDENDS. 
Tuespay, July 20, 1858, 
Bauzr, Wur11aM Lamont, Merchant, 23 Crutched Friars, trading in co- 
with Richard Harvey, jun. First, 10d. sep. est. W. L. Bailey. 
Pennell, 3 Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st.; any Tuesday, 11 to 1. 

Baxer, Epwarp, Hotel Keeper, Rosherville. First, 6s. 3d. Lee, 20 Alder- 
maubury ; July 21, 11 to 2, 

Barry, Jouy, Milliner, Bath. Div. 4s. ane Miller, 19 St. Augustine’s- 

Bristol ; any Wednesday, 11 to 

Bares, WILLIAM, ‘Auctioneer and House poly 5 Welbeck-st., Cavendish- 
sq. Second,7s. Graham, 25 Coleman-st,; July 22 and three following 
Thursdays, 11 to 2. 

Bearpesnaw, Henry, 6 Bank-chambers, Lothbury. First, ls. 1gd. Whit- 
more, 2 Basinghall-st.; any Wednesday, 11 to 3. 

Brow, Bopert, & Joun Brow, Corn and Coal Merchants, Great Grimsby. 

. Carrick, Quay-st.-chambers, Hull; any Thursday before Aug. 
7 or after Oct. 4, 11 to 2. 

Bevan & Son, Bookbinders, Chapel-st., Grosvenor-sq. First, 1igd. Lee, 
20 Aldermanbury ; July 21, 11 to 2. 

CaMPRELL, ay oom Army Agent, Ep eager trading in ig toe ag 
with Angus M‘Donald. First, ls. 6d. sep. est. “A. Campbell. Pennell, 
Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st.; any Tuesday, 11 to 2. 

Ciapuam, Georce Erasmus, Licensed Victualler, “ Rose,” Farringdon-st. 
Second, 2s. 9d. Ldwards, 22 Basinghall-st.; July 21, 11 to 2. 

CovemAN, Francis BREWER, Linen Draper, 24 Queen's-bh » Knights- 

“ridge. First, 1s. ld. Edwards, 22 Basinghall-st.; July 21, 11 to 2. 

Coorer, Joun Martin, Shi; Owner, Sunderland, ‘First, Id. Baker, Royal- 
arcade, Newcastle-upon- ; any day before Aug. 6, or any Saturday 
after Oct. 5, 10 to 3. 

Doxsr, Joun MaRxvittte, Chemist & Dru , Market Rasen. First, 9d 
are ee .-chambers, Hull; any ursday before Aug. 7, or after 

ELpriper, Tomas, Coach Maker, Upper North-place, Gray’s-inn-road. 
First, ls. 9d. Lee, 20 Aldermanbury ; July 21, 11 to 2. 

Fourp, Wit1an, Innkeeper, Chipping Lambourne, Berks, First, 7d. Gra- 
ham, 2% Coleman-st.; July 22, and three following Thursdays, 1} to 2. 

on GEORGE, Upholsterer, North-st., i we 2s.6d. Pennell, 


$ to 2. 
wametasee & Boriez, Corn Merchants, Maldon. + Vinee, 3s. a joivt 
est., 1s. 5§d. Harridance’s sep. est., and 1s. 94d. Butler's sep. est Tee, 
‘Aldermanbury ; July 21, 11 to 2. 
Hog, Wit114m, Stationer, Bishopsgate-st. Second, 1s.6d. Lee, 20 Alder- 
manbury; Joly 21, 11 to 2. 


, Witttam, Laceman, 132 & 142 Oxford-st. First, 3s. 8d. Gra- 
ham, 25 Coleman-st. ; July 22, and three following Thursda 8, 11 to 2. 
Hosr, CHARLES a ‘Billiard Table Maker, 21 Cork-st., 64 St. James-st., 
a oi iite oc rant, Regent-st. Second, 4d. Edwards, 22 Basinghall-st. ; 
y to 


Hercomse, Samven, Grocer, Little Dean. Div. 3s.7d, Miller, 19 St. 


Augustine’s-parade, Bristol ; any Wednesday, ll tol. 

James, Coantes, & Hexay Joun Evans, C and Basket Makers, Beer- 
Aane, and Bermondsey st. First, 4s. 6d. , 8 Guildhall-chambers, 
Basinghall-st.; any Taesde » ll to2, 

JSuvrnzys, Rees, Outfitter, rerpool. First, 38. 3d. Cazenove, 11 Eldon- 
chambers, South John-st., Liv: ;_any Thursday, 11 to 2. 


Kestoutr, Joun Peres, Hoy + "Mere 
chambers, Kent Brewery, ¥ 
, a Pennell, 3 Galldhall: chambers 


Fa ap re oe He ars. Maker, Great Queen-st., Lincoin’s-inn. Second, 
te, IB ge 25 Coleman-st. ; July 22, and three following Thurs- 
ys, 


Lowpos, Haxwicn, asp ContinentaL STEAM Lge Mn at (Laurrep), 
ae 6d. Pennell, 3 Guildhall 3 any Tues- 

day, 11 to 2. 
Maw, Isaac Tetier, Farmer, Frida B Saar First, 103, Car- 
Gs ra Chambers, Hull, any before Aug. 7, or after 
Pea Tuomas, Ironmonger, bere B:, ip ini Second, 
Soe 90 Aicerns nese, tieah Pinksivoiih,'t Samven Wir. : 
AM 
Tocnex, Ship Owners, Bristol, Div. Bert gle very ng 


hant, and Brewer, Hibernia- 
York-st., Pentonville. Second, 
Basinghall-st.; any Tuesday, 


4. G. Perrin; 20s. sep. est. W. L, Freestone ; ee 





| . Whitmore, 2 Basinghall-st. ; any W dnesay, 11 to 3. ‘ 
Smita, TILDEN, Tales Hitper, Guonan & Fasnce Sure, 
Bankers, Hastings.. Second, 7s. 6d. sep. est. “Of . Smith, iemore,, 





Tuckey s iver, 19 St. Angustine’s-pernde, Bristol 5 ony. Wednesiay, 


Mlk. -h Henny & Ropart, T. Southampton, Final, 
sep. est. of R. ft Rosman, (Tabor High Srne acct. se 


Isle of Wight. Stangfeld, 10. Basinghall-st.; any 
Aug. 7, or after Oct. 4, {1 to 2. 





RicHarps, GEORGE Manpurr, Grocer, 8 Parade, North First, 
6s. 1d. Graham, 25 Coleman-st. ; duly 22, and three Thurs. 
days, 11 to 2. 

Rowier, Sreruen, Fellmonger, Cambridge. First, 6s. Pennell, 3 Guild- 
hall-cham! st, 3 any F pa 1h. to.2; 

Sapcrove & Rac, Cabinet Makers, Eldon-st. Third, 1s. Lee, 20 Alder-” 


manbury; July 21, 11 to 2. 

SMALL, EpwarD, Plumber, Northgate-st., Ville of Stoke naomi 
First, lld. Graham, 25 Coleman-st.; July 22, and 
Thursdays, 11 to 2. 

Smatirgice, Henry Wiutsam (trading in copacinership with Jewry 
William Bund Smallpeice), Curriers and Saddlers, G eo 
shot. First, 1s, 8d., sep. est. H. W. ‘Smallpeice. Pennell, 3 
chambers, any Tuesday, 1k to 2. 

Surra, Epwarp, Woolstapler, 116 Tepes st., Bermondsey. First, 1s, Ud., 





2 Basinghall-st. ; any Wednesday, 11 to 3. 

SrREATFEILD, W. C., Underwriter, 30 Cornhill. 
of the General Maritime Assurance Company. 
July 22, 11 to 2. 


Second, 8d., for creditors 
Zee, 20 Aldermanbury; - 


Swan, Jot, Merchant, 150 Leadenhall-st. First, 9d. Graham, 25,Cale- 
man-st, ; July 22 and three following Thursdays, 11.to y ig 
TaYLor, TaomAs, Tailor, 21 & 22 White Rock-pl., Hastings, First, 2s, Sid. 


seeietts 10 Basinghall-st, ; ; any. Thursday before Aug. 7, or after Oct. 4, 
02 
Plumber and Glazier, Hertford, First, 28. 6d. 


TisoE, WILLIAM CHABLES, 
Edwards, 22 Basinghall-st.; July 21, 11 to 2. 
Waker, C. & F. J., Drapers, Commercial-rd. East. First, 7d. Jat ® 
Aldermanbury ; July 21, 11 to 2, Towns 
Warerston, Josern & JaMEs, Smiths, Te woeetiercpee- ame. ay First, He gree 
sep. est. James Waterston. Baker, Royal-arcade, Newcastle Tyne; Tait, 
any day before Aug. 6, or any Saturday after Oct. 5, 10 to 3. 1; ( 
Win, Wint1aM, Carman, Counter-st., Southwark. First, 38. 6d. Pennell, 


3 Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall- “St. ; any Tuenten, 11 to.2. i Batsp 
Wootser, Jonn, Ironmonger, Great Grimsby. First, 8s. 9d. Carvick, i; 
Quay st chambers, Hull; any Thursday before Aug, 7, orafter Oct. 4, Fouae 
to Bas 


Wricut, Tuomas, Wine & Spirit Merchant, Wainfleet. _ First, 8s. ld. 
Carrick, Quay-st.-chambers, Hull; any Thursday before Aug. 7, or alter 
Oct. 4, il to 2. 

Wyarr, THomas, City Saw Mills, Spredwell-st., Oxford. Third, 2s. Ad- 
wards, 22 Basinghall-st.; July 21, 11 to 2. 


Fray, July 23, 1858. 


ApmsrronG, BenJaMIN, Ironmonger, Sunderland, First, 2s. 94. Baker, 
Royal-areade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne; any day before Aug. 6, or any 
Saturday after Oct. 5, 10 to 3. 

Barer, WILLIAM, Farmer, Dunston, De: First, ls. 5fd. Brewin, 11, 
St. James’s-st., Sheffield ; any Tuesday before Aug. 7, or after Oct. 4, 11 


to 2, 

Bett, Joseru, Cotton Spinner, Bolton. Second, §¢d. Hernaman, 69 Prin- 
cess-st.; any Tuesday, 10 to 1. 

Cooper, JAMES, Upholsterer, 17 irate Marylebone. First, 5d. Nichol- 
son, 24 yt ; July 27, 11 

DaveNrort, Josern, Silver Plater, Sheffield. First, 2gd. Brewin, 11 St. 
James's-st., Sheffield ; any Tuesday before Aug. 7, or after Oct. 4,1! 

2. 


to 

Dopps, Wiiuiam, FE , 28 Leadenhall-st. Second . Nicholson, 
24 Basinghall-st. ; ay 2 27, 11 to 2. 2 

Dunn, Witt1am, Grocer, North First, 2s. 8d. Baker, 


arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne ; any da: before A 6, or 
after Oct. 5, 10 to 3. vlad aad usd 





Hopeson, Girsert, & Witaiam Aroninson, Timber 

land. Second, 6s. 4d. (in addition to 7s. previously declared), i. 

G: Hodgson. Baker, New castle-upon- Tyne any day 
before Aug. 6, or any bo eon te Oct. 5, og RS 

Hovtiston, ALExanpeR, Cook and Confectioner, 8 » Park-rd.; 
Regent's-pk. First, ls. 4d. Nicholson, 24 bh te 27, 11 


spoaan. ALBERT Wi1444M, Timber Merchant, New Church-st., Bermond- 
sey 6 taal -lane, First, 1s, 2d. Nicholson, 24 Basinghail-st. ; 
uly 27, 11 to 
M‘Lean, Ronent, & James M‘Lean, Builders, Manchester. First, 10d. 
joint est.; First, 6s. 94. sep. est. J. MLean ; ‘and First, 98. 6d. est. 
» M'Lean. Hernaman, 69 Princess-st., Manchester; any y, 10 


whe, Joun Jamurson, Tailor, Newark-upon- 
Middle- 1 v- vomen Nottingham ; 0a Be gent next, or ES ines einen ow 


s, 
uation, Gee pti , Miller, Brough Mill, near Hope, First, 14. 2)d. 


11 St. James’s-st., Sheffield ; any Tuesday before Aug. 7, or after Oct. 4, 


Il to 2. 
ere Joun, Currier, 36 -acte, First, 1s. 6d., on new proofs. Michol- 


son, 24 Basinghall-st.; July.27, 11 to 2. 
, GeonGr Browne, , Albert-st Firm, Me. 64 
yay 26 3 Gt sand “Ai ‘Aug. oh cn ome 
hroxtow, Tuomas Epwanv, eter nf, Manchester. First, ba 
Pott, 76 George-st., Manchester; an: lwl, 
Rurvonp, Pasar, Fuancis ig ad, 8 5 ~ Wracor, Bankers, 
Srourbridge, orcestershire, Cuan Jom 19 Tucadny er Oe 
st., Birmingham; July 27 a = Ae or ‘any Tuesday 


ll to 8. ibd seta 


Ca ore offen Soh E-7 oF: F.F oes ¥oafnlekak 





alee: 








wp oD. 





, te Aiasomanberys aay S08 Sh end’ a 9; OF any 
ater Oct, 11 to. , , - 



























x deal oun am, ator atte, Nat. Pt, 
-@. Sarage. ‘Harris, Middle - pavement, Nottingham ; y 


omext, ge be 11 to3. 
faawy Jou, Machine 






cna pea Manchester bn maa ra rare sod 
vo aay Pos : First, 1§¢. Zeman 


—— JosErn, 

nterigo-st.. ; any Thursday, bl tos. 
Gracasen tigen Sheffield. 2s. 6d. Brewin, V1 St. 

i st., Sheffield; any Tuesday before Aug. 7, or after Oct. 4, 1) tod. 

Yaonn, Urraick, Flour Miller, Alston. Second, 4d. (in addition to 1s. 8d. 
y declared). Baker, Royal-arcade, Neweastle-upon-Tyne ; any 

before Aug. 6, or any Saturday after Oct. 5, 10 to 3. 

CERTIFICATES. 
be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
TUESDAY, July 20, 1858. 
Ri pete Grocer, Hambledon, co. Southampton. Aug. 10, at 11.30; 


t Wittiaae W; Wesser, & James Dorsan, Builders, now of 26 Wey- 
-st., Portland-pi,, and 14 William-st., Hampstead-rd., late of Hal- 

, on applon. of J. Durban. ‘Aug. 10, at 1; Basinghall-st. 
Factor, Hythe Ang. 13, at r. 30; Basinghall-st. 

‘ Aug. 12, at 1; "Liverpodl. 

‘roke-rd., Nottingham, A ayhget fies * Pasheltes 
r i.” >, at st. 

er Gings ant ‘ching De: Dealer, Manchester. Aug. 11, at 1; Man- 

Grouse, haiti, Tailor, 549 New Oxford-st. Aug. 10, at2; Basinghall-st. 

Lyons, ‘Davin Moss, | Merchant, formerly of Wynyard-sq. and 

-st., Sydney, New South Wales, and then a el for Debt in 
wn een’s » Surrey. Aug. 17, at}; Basin 
oh JouN THOMPSON, ‘Timber Merc 


igen, Join, an Bone Grinder, Smeaton-wood, Dodcott-cum-Wilksley, 
ey: Ang. 13, at 12; Liverpool. 

OWEN, re: Bangor. Aug. 13, at 12; Liverpool. 
TRORNICRAFT, Tuomas, Coal Merchant, Leicester. Aug. 10, at 10.30; 
Shire-hall, Nottin; 
TOWNSEND, WIniiaM, Florist, Nepena. Nursery, Notting-hill, and Acton- 
green, Ang. 11, at 11; hago mai e 

grt, Confectioner, Weymouth ‘and Meleombe Regis. Aug. ll, at 


Frivay, July 23, 185 
er elem Hop Merchant, 36 Welchback, Bristol. 


il; Bi 
Poapn00x, "Tuomas, Harness Maker, Pangbourne, Berks. Aug. 13, at 1; 
Basinghall-st. 
: To be DELIVERED, unless AppEaL be duly entered. 
Tuespay, July 20, 1858, 
Arcugk, Gtorce, Corn and Seed Merchant, Great Clacton, near Ses 
July 13, 3rd. ie; having been suspended for 6 mos. from Jan, 12. 
hows, Henry, 8 Ship Owner, Washington- i North Shields. July 13, 
"i 3; Subject to suspension until Sept. 
RY, Saddler, Marton, Lincolvahire, July 14, 3rd class; sub- 
ject v) suspension of 1 mo. 
£, Robert, Henry Cusuirre, Joun Conirre, & ABEL CUNLIFFE, 
Manufaeturers, Todd Carr Mill, near Newcharch, Rossendale. 


oar 3, Ist class. 
many ogy: North Shields. July 14, 3rd class; subject to 


















ghall- 
hant, Liverpool. oe 12, at 12 


Aug. 17, at 


init, cea esce | tices: Contractor, Nottingham. July 13, 2nd class. 
Looxur, WitL1AM Mowsray, Banker, Staindrop, Durham. July 15, 3rd 


MAntin, Freperick WILLIAM, Li yitcaie now at 131 Fleet-st., late of 
2 Ludgate-st. July 7, 3rd class, 
, Guonee, & iN, Ironmongers, 21 Penton-row, Wal- 
worth-rd. y aE 3rd class to §. Penston. 
Anprew, Licensed Victualler, House of Commons Inn, Hills-rd., 
Cambridgeshire July 15, 2nd class. 
Kate JOSEPH, Lamb's Wool and Worsted Yarn Spinner, Leicester. 
July 13, 3rd class. 
of Hosiery, Loughborough. July 13, 3rd class. 
iy oy Joax, Tammhoramen, 2 Bow Church-yard. July TA ond elass ; to 


apemertie’ for 6 mos. 
en Win, 7 West-pl., Islington-green, & ZecHARIAH Groom, 6 Lucas 
, trading in Tae ee at Ridley-rd., Dalston. 
Mois thaee Sore; 3rd class to Z. G 
Waigtrey, WittiaM, Inkeeper, Woodhall, Lincolnshire. July 14, 3rd 


Fripay, July.28, 1858. 
er Hanny, Mercer, Oldham-st., Manchester, July 16, 3rd class, after 
suspension of 6 mos. from Jan, 15. 
bar Sunc,& Tuomas Rugsevt, Silk Dyers, Macclesfield. July 17, 


peri oes © of 6 mos. from Jan. 7. 
Dans, Thomas, ‘armer, , Saddleworth. July 16, 2nd class. 
Owens,” means 5 acca rseer, Wrexham, Denbighshire, Jamns 
Jonns, Skinner, late of Portechei, Isle of Man, now of Wrexham, and 
Japs Jonrs, r, Salop-rd., Wrexham, carrying op business: at 
Wrexham as mongers under style of Trustees of Evan Morris. 


duly 14, 3rd class, to J. Jones, jun., subject to a suspension for 5 mos. 
from July 9; and 3rd class.to J. Owens and J-dones, sen., subject to a 
Suspension for 3 mos, from Jul : 
VAEELER, WILLIAM, Broadwa: j, Woreser, and Ricwarp WugeiEr, Eve- 
. -Merchants.. 16, 3rd class to each. 

| ALEXANDER, , Birmingham. July 16, 2nd class. 

Brotessi Partnership Dissolved. 

‘RIDAY, July 


= Joun, he ,Faapenicr Rane We Weees, jun., Attorneys and Solicitors, 
tt paps consent, as from J 





Coal Merchant & Manufacturer of Bricks, Tynmawr, 


795 
Trustee,’ 3. Wi 


reedediis Glamorganshire. tea | 14, ‘atson, Timber 
execute before Oct: 14. Sot. Dalton, 6_ 


Merchant, Cardiff. Creditors to 
cael -st., Cardiff. 
, Hoeo (Dupont, Reiche, & ~ mal 


and Cleaner, Manchester, 
Salford, Preston, and Birmingham. Trustee, J.  Pub- 
He Accountant,’ Manchester. Tahentore- lies! at elias af: > 


Pisin’ Sekai: Dealer Mi Fancy Geste; Wine-st., Bristol. June 21. a 

$. W. Block, Fringe Manufacturer, Newgate-s. H. Faudel, Berlin 
Woot Merchant, Newgate-st. Sov. Eagleton, 84 Newgate-st. 

Faipay, Jujy 23, 1858. 

Fernis, THomas, Shipbuilder, St. Feock, eo§ ei al ay feat 29. —- 
T. Hobbs, Timber Merchant, Malpas, nm 
ket, Truro; R. Heath, Timber Pe Mg St. hon 2 
Devon. Bol. Paull, Truro. 

Habkon, JOHN Westey, & ELizaBETH Lams, Widow, gg “4? Shoe Mann- 
facturers, 45 St. Peter’s-st., Hackney-rd. ones, Leather 
Seller, 20 Aldgate High-st.; A. Halkett, Leather ew ii 41 London- 
wall. Sols. Sole, Turner, & Turner, 68 Al ary. 

Hinr, WittiaM Woorren, ‘Milliner, 23 Churton-st., Pimlico. Trustee, J. 
Tyler, Stay Manufacturer, 5 Bath-st. » Newgate-st. Sol. Huson, 4, King- 
st., Cheapside. 

HoLmay, Joun, Wine & Spirit Merchant, 145 High-st., Wapping. July 17. 
Trustees, H. Butler, Wine Merchant, Fenchureh-st. ; Drury, Wine 
Merchant, Billiter-st. Creditors to execute before be, “i aie Ingle 
& Gooddy, Hibernia-chambers, Wellington-st., Southwark. 

rl 


Lippatt, Grorcr, Grocer, Stalybridge, Cheshire. July 10. 
W. Dunkerley, Grocer, Manchester; T. Williams, Tobacco 
Manchester. Indenture lies at office of Lofthouse & Whitworth, ‘Accounts 
ants, 20 Princess-st., Manchester. 

Marston, Henry, Surgeon and A ry, Broughton, near Brigg, Lin- 
colnshire. July 20. Trustees, H. Hildyard, nog (ig ; T. Mason, 
Draper, Brigg. Creditors to execute before Oct. 26. Sol. Owston, 

B 


Trigg. 

Rircute, Artuur, Merchant, Mat trading at Liverpool as. Ritchie, 
Mackay & Co., at Quebec, as A. & D. Ritchie & Co., and. at Dalhousie. 
and Carmpbelton, in New Brunswick, as Arthur Ritchie & Co. July 5. 
Trustee, J. Bewley, Public Accountant, Liverpool. Indenture lies at 
office of J, Bewley, Public Accountant, Brunswick-bldgs.. South, 7 in 
Brunswick-st., Liverpool. 

SHRIMPTON, Joun, & ZaccHEvs Sumumpton, Neate Manufacturers, Red- 
ditch, Worcestershire. July 13. Trustees Agent, Red- 
ditch’; W. Ricketts, Grocer, Redditch ; eS Lewte Needle Manufacturer, 
Mount Pleasant, near Redditch. Creditors to execute on or before 
Aug. 17. Sol. Richards, Redditch. 

Woop, Wiutiam, Builder, ponents. Kent. June 19. 
Auctioneer, Sandgate ; D, Murphy, Gas Contractor, Hythe. 
Hythe. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
TurspaY, July 20, 1858, 

Bate, Jenemian Nerrieron, Gent., Gloucester sive died in Dec., 1857). 
Tanner v. Balme, M. R- Last Day for Proof, Oct. 

CotteTT, Taomas, Gent., formerly of Great Heywood, : fitediondshine, lately 
of Rose Cottage, Lichfield (who died in May, 1858). Williams v. Gardner, 
M.R. Last Day for Proof, Oct. 29. 

DAWKINS, Carouins ANNA CoLyeaR, Spinster, Richmond, Surrey (who 
died in Sept. 1857). Sutherland v. Young, M. R. Last Day for Proof, 
Oct. 29. 

Fox, RicHarD, Watch Finisher, Prince Edwin-st., Liverpool (who died in 
Dec. 1857). Fox wv. Teague. Last Day for Prodf; Aug. 14, at office of 
District Registrar, | North John-st., Liverpool. 

Hersert, Saran, Spinster, Knights ‘Enham, Southampton (who died in 
any 1857). Re Herbert’s Estate, Stares e. Earle, V. €. Stuart: Last 

Day for Proof, Nov. 2. 

JOHNSTON, ELIZABETH, wien Chester (who died in a 1856). Williams 
v. Roberts, V. C. Stuart, Day for Proof, Nov, 1 

Mitwarp, EDWARD, Socios helene (who died on Oct. 29, 1856). - Mil- 
ward (since depeased) v. Jones, Lysterv. Jones, M. R. Last Day for 
Proof, Aug. 2, for incumbrancers upon his one-fifth share of £4000 se- 
eured by mortgage on premises at Waterford. 

PEARSE, JANE, afterwards the wife of General Thomas Bunbury, both de- 
ceased. Paschal v. Bunbury, V. C. Wood. ast Sor ts 4 
Aug. 5, for incumbrancers on her third part of the Si nm Estate 
Wilts and Be-ks, settled on her marriage. 

Porrer, THoMas |armer, Great Witley, Worcestershire (who died in 
July, 1850). Potter v. Potter, V. C. Stuart. Last for *, Nov. I. 

RuMBALL, THoma Cent., Little nie ee Somers-town ( died in 
June, 1851), Ran.pall v. George, V. C. Wood. Last Day for Proof, 


, Liverpool (who died in March, 1857). Batey v. 
Last Day for Proof, Aug. 7. 
Fripay, July 23, 1858, 

Barnes, Davin, Surveyor, Broadstairs, Kent. Bayley v. Barnes, V. C. 
Stuart. Last Day for Proof, Aug. 3. 

PATTENDEN, Josera, Wholesale Boot and Shoe Maker, Leonard-st., Shore- 
ditch: (who. died in Feb., 1858). Re phe reso Estate, Smith e. Pat- 


tenden, V. C. Wood. Last for 
yidow, 42 Tavistock-ag, (who died pry Aug. 


wages Bi W. Pledge, 
Sol, Watts, 


Aug. 3. 
Witpe, Anne, W | 
Edwards, V. C. ¥ od. 


Pontieny, Mary pu MAZET DE 
13, 1857). De.Chatelain e. ‘De Pontigny, V. C. Wood. 
Prof, Nov. 1. 

Ruopgs, Taomas, Esq., Tottenham-wood, Middlesex (who died on June 23, 
1856). Rhodes v. Rhodes, V.C. Wood. Last Day for Proaf, Aug, 5 


Sinding-uy of Joint $ Stork orem. 
UNLIMITED, IN 
Toespay, faa 20, ie88 
Generat Inpemntry Insurance Company.—vV. C. Wood will, on July 27, 
at 12, pees 0 ee oe re settled on 
the ligt of contributories of this Company. 
Fripay, July 23, 1858. 
Brace TorR AND Vrrtrer Mrntwe Company.—V. C. Wood will, on July 29, 
at 2, at his Chambers, proceed ‘to make a call for 25e, per share, on 
several persons settled on the list of Contributories of this ‘ 
Brakescx Liars Assonance Company.—V, ©. Kindersley, on J 
prreee ved Croysdill, $4 Basinghall-st., Accountant, Official 


7? 








Fatworks AND Wusat Viatur Mixine Compayy,—By direction of V.C . 
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Wood, all parties claiming to be creditors of this Company are to.come in 
and prove their debts, at his Chambers, on Nov. 5, at 3. 

oe. AND EasTERN BANKING CorPorATION.—V. C. Wood has perempto- 

ordered that a call of £50 per share be made on John Brightman 

“and Aitred Henry Corfield, two of the Contributories settled on the list 
Class A.; and that'each do, on or before July 15, my Pes same to Mr. 
John Ball, one of the Official Managers, at his Office, 57 man-st. 

Mexican anp Soura AMERICAN Company.—The Master orth the Rolls will, 
on July 30, at 12; at his Chambers, proceed to make a call of 5. per 
share on the several persons settled on the list of Contributories of this 
Com 

Peo Wet on Waterworks Company.—V. C. Wood proposes, on 
Aug. 4, at 1, at his Chambers, to make a call for 107. per share on all the 
Contributories of this Company settled on the list up to and inclusive of 
July 15. 

Warsoax. State & Stas Quarryinec Company.—V. C. Kindersley will 
proceed, on Aug. 5, at 2, at his Chambers. to settle the list of Contri- 
butories of this ‘Company. 


Scotch Sequestrations: 
Tugspay, July 20, 1858. 

Cunntneuam, Davin, Dyer, Mill Brae Dye Works, ames now residing in Glas- 
gow. July 27, at 11; Star-hotel, Ayr. Seg. July 

Ganprer, Joun, Cowfeeder, Finnieston-house, Ghagow. July 23, at 12; 
Faculty-hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seq. July 27. 

Inving, Jon, Printer and Publisher, Dundee. July Os, at 11; Royal-hotel, 
Dundee. Seg. July 16. 

RANDALL, THomas, Tailor, Cuttyhaugh, Inverarity. July 30, at 12; Mor- 
rison’s County and Commercial-hotel, Forfar. Seg. July 17. 

Witsnere, Micnaet, Floor Cloth Manufacturer, Edinburgh. July 26, at 
1; Stevenson’s Sale Rooms, 4 St. Andrew-sq., Edinburgh. Seq. July 15. 

Frivay, July 23, 1858. 

Biter’, Peter, Cowfeeder, West Graham-st., Glasgow. July 30, at 1; 
Globe-hotel, George-sq., Glasgow. Seq. July 20. 

B2own, Caarres, Slater, Coatbridge. Aug. 2, at 1; Faculty-hall, St George’s- 
pl., Glasgow. Seq. July 20. 

Crate, Wittr4M, Writer, Dunfermline. 
hotel, Dunférmline. Seq. July 19. 
Harker, Grorce, Railway Contractor, formerly of Hamilton, thereafter of 
Darlington; and now of Bowling, near Dumbarton. July 28, at 11; 

Elephant-hotel, Dumbarton. Seg. July 20. 

MACDONALD, JAMES, Dathousie-st., Glasgow, & Wrin1am -Avucustus Hat, 
Florence-pl., Glasgow J. Macdonald & Co.), Manufacturers, Cochrane- 
Rt., Glasgow. July 30, at 12; Faculty-hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. 
Seq. July 20. 

M'FaRLaNE, Perer (P. M‘Farlane & Co.), Sewed Muslin Manufacturer, 
Glasgow. July 28, at 12; Crow-hotel, George-sq., Glasgow. Seq. 
July 19. 


ESSRS. MAPPIN BROTHERS, 
MANUFACTURERS BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT TO THE 
QUEEN, ave the only Sheffield Makers who sapply the consumer in Lon- 
don. Their London Show Rooms, 67 and 68, King William-street, London- 
bridge, contain by far the largest stock of Cutlery and Electro-Silver Plate, 
Dressmg cases, and ‘Travelling bags in the world, which is transmitted 
direct from their manufactory, Queen’s Cutlery Works, Sheffield. 


MAPPINS’ SHILLING RAZOR, 
Sold Everywhere 
WARRANTED GOOD BY THE MAKERS, MAppin BROTHERS. 
Fiddle Donble King’s 
Pattern, Pattern. 
12 Table Forks, best quality ..... £1 16 £3 
12 Table Spoons, best quality... .. 16 3 
12 Dessert Forks, best quality.. 
12 Dessert Spoons, best quality 
12 Tea Spoons, best quality 
Sance Ladles, best quality... .. 
4 2 Gravy Spoons, best quality.. .. 
” 4 Salt Spoons,Gilt Bowls, best quality 
Mustard Spoons, do.,each, best quality 
Sugar Tongs, per pair, best quality.. 
PairFishCarvers,per pair, best quality 
Butter. Knives, each, best quality.. 
Soup Ladles, best quality.. .. 
Sugar Sifter, pierced, best “quality: 
6 Egg Spoons, gilt, best quality 
Moist Sugar Spoons, each, best quality 


July 30, at'12% Aitken’s Royal- 
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Complete Service — £11166 1715 6 19.4 6 
MAPPINS’ SU. PERIOR TABLE KNIVES, with Ivory Handles, maintain 
unrivalled superiority. The Blades are all ‘of the very best quality, being 
their own Sheffield Manufacture. 
Ivory TaBLe Knives, Futt Size, BaALANce HANDLES, WHICH CANNOT 
POSSIBLY ‘COME LOOSE IN HOT WATER. 
WD MRO cs vane carcacencccretherolctia peste . 25s. per dozen. 
Dessert Kitives ..............ee000 absceedopas' 18s. 
Orr BAS Cee PPO EEC TTT Pee tr 9s. per pair. 
AS ABOVE WITH STERLING SILVER FERRULE. 
Table Knives ...... bits, Cee per dozen. 
Dessert Knives . ; + 24m, 
Carvers - Ils. per pair. 
“ MESSRS. MAPPINS’ CELEBRATED MANUFACTURES in ELECTRO- 
SILVER PLATE, comprising Tea and Cotfee services, side dishes, dish 
covers, spoons,and forks, and all-articles usually made in Silver, can now 
be obtained from their London Warehouse, 
No. 67, KING- WILLIAM STREET, CITY. 

MAPPINS’ POCKET KNIVES, PRUNING KNIVES, SCISSORS, &c., in 
every variety, warranted good by the Makers. 

Messrs. Mappin Brothers respectfally invite buyers to inspect their unpre- 
cedented display, which, for beauty of design, exquisite workmanship, and 
novelty, stands unrivalled. Their illustrated catalogue, which iscontinually 
pny additions of new design’, will be forwarded on receipt of 12 post- 


APP "BROTHERS, QUEEN'S CUTLERY WORKS, SHEFFIELD, 
AND 67, Kixc Witntam Srreet, Lonpon, 


TURERS, RS, 

possession, the whole of the valuable PLANT and MACHINERY, 

LASHFIE! CEMENT and TERRA COTTA WORKS,” ‘situate st 
MILLWALL, ISLE OF DOGS, (nearly opposite the East 
The Works have a river frontage of 180 feet, and a depth of 480 
a back frontage to the West Ferry-road. The quay has a depth of water 
in front of nine feet at ordinary tides, upon which is a crane, 
steam, capable of lifting and landing half a ton in one minute from 
or craft. The cement and plaster works consist of two Roman cement 
two Portland cement kilns, seven plaster ovens, three cokeovens, 
drying floor over for cement slip, four large backs or reservoirs, 
nected wash-mill for washing and mixing clay and chalk for 
cement, mill-house, with four floors and two pair of horizon 
for grinding cement or coprolites, large vertical crushing mill 
machinery for grinding and plaster, a 20-horse high 
engine, with boiler, supply pumps, and well, and also tank 
fresh water for e from the Thames. The whole complete 
working order. There are five large dry store vaults, peach 
500 tons of ground material. The chimney shaft is about one hundred fe 
above ground, and is well executed in brickwork. The terra-cotta 
consist of three large ry kilns for burning pany Sine (or, if req 
stone ware); two pug mills and sifting machinery, ences, ang baths and bins, slip 
kiln, ten large workshops fitted with shelves and large warehouse 
room, drying floor, and experimental kiln, &. There is'a 
carpenter’s shop, lime shed and stable, a dwelling-house, with 
kitchen, and. water-closet, counting-house, with three rooms, and four 
dwelling-rooms for clerk or foreman above; smith’s shop and forge, coal 
vaults, The whole of the premises are in good condition and 
enclosed, and are capable of being adapted to any general business, 
In connexion with the above an inland wharf and warehouse in the North. 
west part of London can be had at a moderate rent. 


For further information apply to Mr. J. M. Blashfield, Praed-street, Pad. 
dington; or to Messrs Wordsworth, Greathead, and Blake, Solicitors, 
South Sea House, Threadneedle-street. 





ESTABLISHED 1841. 
EDICAL INVALID and GENERAL LIFE 
OFFICE 


? 
25, PALL-MALL, LONDON. * 
Empowered by Special Act of Parliament. 
At the SIXTEENTH ANNUAL MEETING, held on the 26th of Novem- 
ber, 1857, it was shown that on the 30th of June last— 
The number of policies in force was..... Petr ddé's Wes 6,255 
The Amount insured was .... £2; 917 598 13 10 
The Annual Income was..........« £125,113 3 38 
The New Policies issued during the last five years are cacy viz.— 
Policies, Sums Assured. mn. Prems, 
eer 922 for £402, ie yielding Arai oe 
54 ” 5 , »” 22,758 
am 538, aes ” 22,609 
* 556,769 - 24,051 
ta 570,282 23,015 
Averaging 1,100 Policies in each year for more than Half a Million 
Sterling. 
Two Bonuses have been declared (in 1848 and 1853), adding nearly two 
per cent. per annum on the average to sums assured. 
The Society, since its establishment, has paid Claims on 781 Policies, 
assuring £312,884. 
Assurances are effected at Home or Abroad on healthy lives at as modes 
rate rates as the most recent data will allow. 
Indian Assurances at very moderate rates, and great facilities given to 
Assurers. 
Invalid Lives assured on scientifically constructed Tables. 
Policies issued free of Stamp Duty, and every charge but the Premiums. 
DAYS OF GRACE.—In the event of Death during the Days of Grace, 
the risk binding on the Society if premium paid before the Days of Grace 
expire. 
ACTIVE WORKING AGENTS wanted for vacant places. 
Prospectuses, Forms of Proposals, and every other information may bé 
obtained of the Secretary at the Chief Office, or on application to any of 


the Society’s Agents in the Country. 
C. DOUGLAS SINGER, Secretary. 


LEMENT’S-INN, STRAND.—The CHAMBERS 

have to a great extent ‘been rebuilt, and with the on ate my in 
the Garden and Courts, present most eligible Offices for business or resi- 
dence, with modern conveniences. Rents very moderate. 


Apply to the Steward, Mr. Thomas Gregory, 12, Clement’s-inn. 








HEPBURN’S 


Old Established Cash and Deed Box Plannfactory, 


93, CHANCERY Lang (six doors north of Law Institution). 


N.B.—Offices and Strong Rooms fitted up with iron doors, frames, and 
shelves, Estimates given.’ Lists of sizes and prices expected ay 
cation. 


TSS: NOISES in the “HEAD. DR.., WAT- 
SS eae Charing Cross. 1, guarantees 10 


unknown in this coun 
of consultation 11 till 4 daily, “A book, this day’ published, for 
patients to cure themselves, sent to any part, on receipt of detent 








Where the stock is sent direct from the Manufactory. 


8 postage stam 
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Bact ’ COPIES CAN BE BOUND ON THE FOLLOWING 
od JOURNAL ann REPORTER, IN sepa- 
‘RATE VO) CLOTH, 2s. 6d. PER VOLUME; HALF CALF, 
4s, 6d. PER VOLUME. CLOTH COVERS FOR BINDING CAN BE 
‘UFPLIED aT ls. 3d. EacH. THE TWO SENT FREE BY POST 
or 36 stamps. READING CASES TO HOLD THE NUMBERS 
‘fork A YEAR ARE NOW READY, 3s. 6d. EACH.—ORDERS 
0 BE SENT TO THE PUBLISHER. 
Me cannot notice any communication unless accompanied by the 
game and address of the writer. 
Advertisements can be received at the Office until six o'clock on 
Friday evening. 
* Any error or delay occurring in the transmission of this 
Journal to Subscribers should be immediately communicated to 
‘the Publisher. 
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THE SWINFEN CASE. 

The origin and history of the plaintiff, the value of 
the property in dispute, and the interest and difficulty 
of uestions mooted at the trial, have combined to 
fix public attention during the past week upon the con- 
test in the Assize Court at Stafford, which has termi- 
nated in favour of the devisee—the persevering litigant, 
Mrs. Swinfen. It is something to win a cause where 
the stake is £60,000, but it is more to have won it, as 
Mrs. Swinfen has done, by resolute adherence to her 
own opinion, against that of a leader of the bar and 
fature Chancellor, and in peril of committal for con- 
tempt in refusing to accept an offer so far short of the 
wt repel of daa she has _ sgt to be her 
ight. ides the magnitude of the prize which 
now rs almost earl.) Mrs. Swinfen has gained 
by her determined conduct an opportunity of openly 
meeting in the witness-box imputations which would 
have gathered strength from the suggested compromise. 

ly there never was a case which more clear] 
illustrated the excellence of the tribunal to which diffi- 
cult questions of this nature are now usually submitted 
by the English law. The oral examination of witnesses 
in open court can alone satisfy conscientious inquirers 
sher truth. We feel this strongly when certain written 
depositions are produced at the Swinfen trial, as made 
witnesses now dead, or under incapacity to appear. 
light would half a dozen questions and answers 
throw upon a confused and ambiguous affidavit! How 
much may be learned from seeing as well as hearing 
1 and especially those who had so deep an 
interest in the result! We think that in this instance the 
superiority of our own over other methods of procedure 
8 table; and we do not believe that any better 
could be devised for the decision of such a con- 
ttoversy, than to institute, as is the practice of the Court 
of C , one, or perhaps two, such searching investi- 

gations as that which has just taken place at Stafford. 

The conduct of Mr. Simpson, the solicitor who made 
the will, has been most severely scrutinized at every step 
in the transaction, and his evidence deserves attentive 
eg especially by inexperienced practitioners—as 

an emphatic lesson a ponilon and strict regard 

‘0 ascertained facts at each point of the progress of 
‘very’ kind of: business. Mr. Simpson, it appears, drew 
Up @ case for advice in London, upon the practicability 
ind-expediency of treating the testator as a lunatic. 
Thestatements in this case were only intended for the 
Perasal of the London agent, and perhaps of counsel, 
and. the omnon vee upon them would have been 
laily reliable, whether the case was founded upon fact 
* But by inconsiderately adopting and repeat- 
pmere gossip of one who had neither the position 
‘Motive to inform himself correctly, or to speak 
a :* eo has incurred disagreeable impu- 
0, e 





tations on his veracity, and has probably contributed to 
swell the confidence which the defendant and his ad- 
visers exhibited in the goodness of their cause. Mr. 
Simpson’s conduct in his visits to the Hall appears un- 
exceptionable, and his opinion of the testator’s capacity 
val probably carry conviction to most men’s minds, if it 
were not that a contradiction was read in court in the 
handwriting of Mr. Simpson. If the assertions in the 
case were true, Mr. Simpson could have had no hand 
properly in the will; and if the will was duly made, 
the case stated was at variance with the facts. 

It must be owned, however, that Mr. Simpson’s duty 
was a very difficult one, and on the whole we think that 
he discharged it well. A stronger example could not be 
found of the responsibilities which fall upon solicitors, 
obliged as they are to act promptly, when every is 
dubious and fraught with unforeseen consequences. ¢ 
James put it to the jury that the question was between 
lunacy and a will. » And, although this observation was 
not made in the interest of the plaintiff and Mr. Sim 
son, they might both accept it as fairly describing t 
position. as Samuel Swinfen of sound and disposing 
mind, or was he not? It was necessary that he should 
sign cheques and transfer shares, and it was desirable 
that he should make a will. If he could not do these 
things, the law would take care of his person and 
estate, and distribute his property after death by 
its own rules. The testator was so placed, among 
jealous rivals for his succession, that it was neces- 
sary to decide in his case one of the most difficult 
problems of human nature. Mr. Simpson felt that 
something must be done just when prudence and 
feeling would have equally counselled him to do nothing. 
Full of years and riches, but poor in love, the testator 
ap a helpless prize for artifice, without one true 
and unselfish friend to stand between him and the world 
he must so soon leave. Forced, then, to consider the 

uestion of his client’s capacity to make a will, Mr. 
Simpson seems to have dealt with it like a sensible and 
honest’ man. He took every precaution that the short 
and simple instrument he prepared should be really un- 
ders by the testator, and that it should be, in truth, 
his will. Of course, it is not denied that there may 
be many aged and infirm persons, with regard to whom 
it would be very undesirable to apply for commissions in 
lunacy, and by no means satisfactory to prepare wills 
for them. These are, in fact, cases which can be, and 
ought to be, let alone. But poor Mr. Swinfen, with his 
many relations and few friends, must be , so either 
sane or insane without delay. The law knows of no 
medium state between these two; and if a man is com- 
petent to sign a cheque for five pounds, he is competent 
also to dispose by will of half a million. If he cannot 
do the former, there must be some one to do it for him; 
and upon the question, who should do this for Mr. 
Swinfen, arose the difficulties of his solicitor. 

If this trial should be held by the Court of Chancery 
to be sufficient, the result will be, that a woman who 
began life as servant in a London lodging-house 
becomes the absolute mistress of a mansion me estate 
worth fully £60,000. And, without anticipating the 
discussion which will, doubtless, take place in the Rolls 
Court next term, we may at least venture to pronounce 
that Mrs. Swinfen must either be a person of honour 
and veracity, or else a prodigy among her sex for artifice. 
Mr. Justice Byles remarked, that her answers were in- 
direct as to her knowledge of the purpose for which 
Dr. Evans came. But this was the only point upon 
which she appeared to disadvan under a severe cross- 
examination ranging over more than half her life. Not 
only did she avoid betraying the slightest trace of 
any improper arts having been used by her to gain 
ix apes te on. oasscuna: mind, ae > eo 
sion produ y her upon the j was, 
she had done her duty faithfully and indly alike to 
her husband and her father-in-law ; and that, if any one 
had a claim upon the gratitude of the childless old man 
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it was she to whom he had given his estate. It was 
matter of undoubted fact that the son’s whole character 
and conduct changed from his marriage-day, and that, in- 
stead of being a grief and care he became to his father the 
support and consolation of his widowed life. For improved 
health and increased tranquillity and cheerfulness in his 
closing years the testator was indebted to the presence 
of his son and daughter-in-law in his house, and it was 
the latter, as the father firmly believed, who had made 
the former what, he was. There was no one else who 
had any pretension at all to receive a gift of £60,000 in 
recompense for services performed. The testator felt 
and strongly expressed his sense of benefits received, 
and, therefore, the just conclusion was, that the will had 
been dictated by affection. There was, also, abundant 
evidence of an intention existing in the testator's mind 
some time beforeshe carried it into. effect; nor was 
there a single proof adduced that the plaintiff had 
done anything to advance her interest under the 
proposed will, beyond such acts of kindness as the 
old and infirm demand, and nature has provided 
that they shall receive—at least as many of them 
as have not the disposal of large estates. Upon 
the question of capacity the medical evidence was in 
direct conflict, but the testimony of persons of average 
edueation and intelligence preponderated on the plain- 
tiff’s side, and this, itis probable, prevailed with a tribunal 
constituted of exactly the same material. A juryman 
would consider that to make a will is, or ought to be, a 
simple matter, and that if free testamentary disposition 
were allowed by law to men of fourscore years, Samuel 
Swinfen was as capable as any testator of that age was 
ever likely to be of duly exercising the privilege. It 
is true that the foreman of the jury expressed for him- 
self and colleagues their inability to appreciate the dis- 
tinction between a “state” and a “ humour” suitable to 
make a will. Indeed, to borrow an expression from the 
energetic counsel for the plaintiff, the jury “ rose as one 
man,” to protest against the introduction into the case 
of this metaphysical refinement. But the Master of the 
Rolls advisedly appealed to the plain common sense of 
twelve ordinary Englishmen; and by the: exercise of 
their faculties, under, the direction of a most able and 
peas tang judge, the plaintiff’s claim has been sub- 
jected to four days’ sifting in open court. Opinions 
may perhaps differ as to the propriety of the verdict, 
but all must agree that if the truth can be reachod at 
all, the method pursued by the English law will find it. 


ee 

CONSOLIDATION OF THE CHANCERY ORDERS. 

For many years past practitioners in the Court of 
Chancery. have been expecting a consolidation of the 
General Orders of the Court. The matter has been 
ventilated ever since the memory of the oldest can 
reach, and from time to time rumours have been afloat 
that its achievement was at hand. But notwithstanding 
the . great reforms in equity procedure which have 
recently been effected, there appears to be no certainty 
that this most desirable measure is even now seriously 
contemplated by those who have power to accomplish it. 
Thirteen years ago, when Mr. Sanders gave to the pro- 
fession the results of his great antiquarian learning and 
research, in his book on the “ Orders of the Court,’ that 
most useful and able work was regarded as the first step 
towards systematic consolidation. In truth, though it 
did not pretend to attempt the laborious task, it supplied, 
to a great extent, the materials for its accomplishment. 
Lord St. Leonards, subsequently, was said to have given 
his attention to the subject, being fully alive to its im- 
portance. Nothing, however, has been done, although 
nobody believes that there is any very serious difficulty in 
the way. The want of success which attended the proceed- 
ings of the Statute Law Commission, probably deterred 
Lord Cranworth from attempting perk consolidation. 


The same cause, perhaps, operates in a like manner on 
Lord Chelmeford ; but 


the mind of J it should be remem- 





bered that the only obstacle which has —— the: 


Statute Law Commissioners could not affect 
dation of the Chancery Orders. To aim at ahy prey 
ment in the etatiite Lavi is at once to interfere with the 
prerogative of Parliament. However trivial the amend. 
ments might be, they would open the way to interm| 
able discussion ; on the other hand, the perpetuation 
obvious errors and defects in the statute-book would 
a formidable drawback to any advantages to be 
by mere compression and arrangement. 
barrassments exist in the instance we are now com. 
sidering. It is true that several of the mote 
modern Orders purport to be made in pursuance of 
Acts of Parliament; but such. statutory powers would 
still remain, and, if additional powers were 
for further amendment in Chancery procedure, no doubt 
Parliament would willingly grant them. The consolida- 
tion of the Orders is therefore practicable, and it cannot 
be contended that the undertaking is unnecessary, or not 
seriously demanded by the exigencies of existing prac- 
tice. We, at least, have never heard such an objection 
urged against the proposal, and we believe that the con- 
trary opinion is universal among both counsel and soli- 
citors who practise in the equity courts. This will he 
easily accounted for by a plain statement of facts. 

The General Orders—which are the leges seripte of 
practice—of the Court of Chancery, dxtwsid over a period 


of time about equal to that of our Statute Law. | Mr,: 


Sanders’s collection commences with the reign of Richard 
II.; and so early as the reign of Henry V. we find 
something like a systematic code, entitled, Reno- 
vacio Ordinum Cancellarie cum novis Addicionibus é 
Reformacionibus eorundem. From the time of Henry 
VIII. to the present, every reign has produced a large 
addition; and though many of them related only to 
particular individuals or causes, the number of 
that affect the public business of the Court amounts:te 
some hundreds. A considerable proportion of the for- 
mer, moreover, though intended in their immediate 
operation to apply to private cases, have indirectly im 
fluenced the jurisdiction of the Court; and in some 
instances it is expressly ordered that the rule declared 
shall be observed in all similar cases for the future. 
The fact that it is sometimes uncertain whether an 
order has been intended as public or private, or as. per- 
manent or temporary, is of itself an item in the catalogue 
of existing evils. 

Another complaint is, that many of the unrepealed 
orders are in fact. obsolete. We are not aware that 
Sir Christopher Hatton’s order to prevent the | 
being “ pestered,” while sitting, has ever been repealed. 
If it be still an order of the Court. of Chancery, any 
person, even a suitor, who js not a barrister, an attom 
ney, or an officer of the court, is guilty of contempt, if 
present during the hearing of a cause. It would 
be. easy to mention many instances equally — 
We admit that. where manifest absurdity w 
result from the enforcement of an old order, it would 
be treated as obsolete, and therefore not obli . Tne 
deed, Lord Eldon has laid down the rule that an order 
is to be considered as reversed when it is found to be 
inconsistent with subsequent practice; but such 4 rule, 
it is evident, must always give rise to 
questions, as to the number of decisions which ought to 
be considered sufficient to prove such a practice, for what 
length of time the practice has been observed, and 80 
on. It can hardly be contended that such an 4 
state of things is desirable, or that it ought to be allowed 
to remain, when it may be remedied. It is bad en 
that orders should, in effect, be 
express reference to them in the repealing orders; but 
that those which are not eee: to, or i 
with, any He a gE ones should be treated as Dom 
existing, while the contrary is the, fact, is: still wore 
So long as the orders of the Court are consi as con- 
stituting its only official code of practice, it wouldcet 
tainly be more consistent with the dignity of the Coarty 
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aid with rational that its written ordérs should 
in force uhtil they are expressly discharged. 
“The modé in which orders have been atithenticated 
aid published is another ctiriotis illustration of the un- 
matie manner in which Chaticery practice has grown 
h truth, there aré no certaiti means of knowing 
are the orders of the Court. The whole of them 
no man knows or can know. Some of them are only to 
Fad i the British Museum ; others are buried in 
z gistrars’ Books, and mixed up with decrees made 
in private causes. Even of those made within the last 
twenty years, there are not a few that rest upon no other 
evidence than manuseripts in the possession of private 
individuals. Iii no ease is the driginal document filed 
of preserved officially; arid yet, incredible as it may 
, its registration is a mere accident. So that ieithér 
a6, ¢ archives of the Court contain the original, not its 
eords always @ copy, of ageneral order, Sometimes an 
rder includes a direction that it should be registered ; 
sometimes it does not. Practically, there is no difference 
whether itdoes or not. Many that are not directed to be re- 
istered dre registered, and others that are directed to be 
istered are not régistered. This was the case in ancient 
; 3, and it is 80 still. It is strange, yet true, that the 
doeiiients which govérn the proceedings in a suit ate 
accepted as authentic, upon evidence that would be in- 
ficient to establish the most insignificant exhibit. 
ie best evidence in favour of Lord Clarendon’s and Sir 
bottle Grimston’s collection is the existence of a 
iphlet, pailighed at a shop in the Rolls, and at the 
Block Spread Eagle in Fleet-street ; and this edi- 
tion, which professes to be authorised, differs from all 
others in an important particular. Lord Bacon’s Ordi- 
nanees are not to be found in the Registrars’ Book, and 
oN abies and MS. copies abound in various readings. 
liese Ordinances, and also Lord Clarendon’s collection, 
nevertheless, are still not unfrequently referred to in 





All that can be said in support of the genuineness and 
authenticity of numerous important Orders is, that a 
book, oe, have been written by Mr. Beames, 
Mr. Beavan, or 
frotii ¢ontemporaneous prints, or from other copies in the 
possession of the Clerk of Inrolments, or the Solicitor to 
the Suitors’ Fee Fund; or from prints found lying at the 

égistrars’ office ; or, from manuscripts in private repo- 

itories; or that tradition says they were once read in 
open court. Even such testimony is sometimes accom- 
panied by notice that the order in question was originally 
idtormeal or incomplete—that it was not signed or com- 
i ; One example will suffice for illustration. 

¢ purports to be an Order of the Commissioners of 

the Great Seal, dated 8th October, 1835, we are told, 
was signed by only two of them; and therefore waiving 
any question of evyidence—although we are also told that 
it is not entered in the Registrars’ Book—it may be 
whether the Order was competent. In the process 

‘consolidation, however, there would be no difficulty on 
this ground, as the Lerd Changs 9 apanestionsbly has 
Power to adopt; reject, or modify, as he thinks proper, 
what to be the Orders of his predecessors. We 
do not care to add to the number of such arguments, as 
they mainly appeal to the regard which may be felt 
for system in nee to larity, and do not i 
ceed oi any ground of practical inconvenience. This, 

r all, is the real question at issue. 

will hardly be denied that it would be desirable to 

the bulk of the present mass of General Orders 

by striking out whatever is unquestionably obsolete, or 
woe, to present practice. It would be still more 
if practitioners were s the labour of com- 
paring the provisions of conflicting Orders. There can 
quéstion that a systematic arrangement would 
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greatly facilitate reference. Indeed, the 
changes. in procedure that have been made within the 
last six years imperatively deniand stith & measure. 
The difficulty is no longer cotifined to discoverin, 
what the Orders are, and what they direct, bu 
how they are interpreted by a miiltitude of case 
The Chancery Amendment Ket and Orders of {a3 
with a few others of recent. date, have been, the 
subject of no fewer than 1200 reported decisions, On 
construction of a single seetion tthe 44th), of the Act of 
1852, there ate about forty authorities. As might have 
been anticipated, many of these decisions are conflicting, 
although, upon the whole, it must be admitted that the 
new practice has now become pretty well settled. Bit 
that, to our mind, is a strong reason why it would be 
desirable to express briefly and intelligibly, in Consoli- 
dated Orders, what now lies scattered in so many differ- 
et directions, and amidst so vast a number of reported 
cases. The same opportunity might be taken advantage 
of to clear up doubts, which still remain, as to the con- 
struction of certain sections of the Trustee Acts, and 
also the Act of 1852, and subsequent ones, relating to 
the practice of the Court. If nothing further was 
done than to digest and consolidate these Statutes, 
and their relative Orders, it would be of unquestion- 
able utility; but not nearly to the same extent as 
if the work included all existing statutes and orders 
affecting Chancery practice and procedure. This 
is what is demanded by the profession, and what; we 
trust, may be achieved before Lord Chelmsford becomes 
an ex-Chancelior. In competent hands, the task might 
be accomplished without any great delay or expenditure 
of money. Indeed, we see no reason why, if it were 
undertaken at once, the Consolidated Orders should not 
be ready for the consideration of the equity judges 
immediately after the long vacation, so that. they might 
come into operation next Hilary term. If the Lord 
Chancellor desires to give full effeet to the great im- 
provements which have of late years been introduced 
into the system of practice and procedure in courts of 
equity, he cannot adopt any better means for doing so 
than by such a consolidation and systematic re-arrange- 
ment of the General Orders as may render them more 
intelligible and a safer guide than they now are to 
Chancery practitioners. 

> 


Legal Wews. 


WESTERN CIRCUIT.—DorcHESTER. 
(Before Mr. Baron Watson.) 
Curtis v. March—July 22. 

Mr. Slade and Mr. Kingdon were counsel for the plaintiff. 

Tt was an action of ejectment. The question was put, whether 
anyone was retained for the defendant. No counsel answered; 
and the question was then put, whether ay attorfiey was ém- 
ployed. No oné answered. <A verdict was then entered for the 
plaintiff, and the jury were ordered to withdraw. : 

Immediately after, Mr. H. Cole entered the court, aiid said; he 
appeared for the defendant. 

Mr. Baron WaTSsoN said; the case was disposed 6f, and @ ver 
dict taken. 

Mr. Cole said, that the Court had sat before ten. 

Mr. Baron Watson said, that was not thé case. 

Mr. Cole said, he could make an affidavit that by the tow 
clock it was not ten. 

Mr. Baron WarTson asked if the plaintiff’s attorney could 
not be found, as the case might now be tried. 

Mr. Slade thought the attorney was gone. 

Mr. Baron Watson said, it was impossible that the attorney 
could have left the town. If he did not come back he would 
stay execution, so that an application might be made to the 
Courtsabove. 

* Mr. Cole said, he should be quite satisfied with that. 





A LIVERPOOL BANKRUPTCY CASE. 
At the Bankruptcy Court, on Friday, the 23rd inst., Joseph 
Eceles late of the firm of Eccles & cotton-brokers, 








800 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Jury $1, 1858, 








came up to pass his last examination. Mr. Marshall, for the 
assignees, pressed for an adjournment sine die. He observed 
that seldom was such an exhibition brought before the Court. 
It appeared that the bankrupt commenced share transactions 
in 1852, with a deficiency of £252, and his losses on gambling 
transactions alone up to the time of his bankruptcy were 
£81,000, of which £10,690 was lost in 1857. From the year 
1852 to his bankruptcy, his profits on those tr tions were 


and his creditors become alike incompetent to manage their 
own affairs; that, if left to themselves, fraud and folly will be 
the only principles of their conduct; and that their only 
is to be found in being treated as wards of the Court of 
Bankruptcy. Because of this maxim the Court of Bankruptcy 
must, by its own officers, assume and hold possession of {i 
estate; because of this maxim the most trifling proceeding 
ted with the distribution of the estate cannot be taken 





£14,000, leaving a loss of £66,917, which was entirely his cre- 
ditors’ money, he having had no capital of his own. In the 
face of such a profligate expenditure, he (Mr. Marshall) should 
call upon his Honour to refuse to allow the bankrupt to pass 
his examination. Mr. Bardswell, for the bankrupt, felt that he 
could not defend his conduct,‘but urged that the opposition was 
more applicable to another stage of the proceedings. As to the 
balance-sheet, it was the most correct which it was possible for 
the bankrupt to lay before the Court—the best that he had 
been able, with the assistance of eminent accountants, to pre- 
pare from books, which, although they had been badly kept, 
contained a faithful record of every transaction in which he had 
been engaged. Mr. Commissioner Perry said, if ever there 
was a case in which a bankrupt endeavoured to keep the true 
state of his affairs from his creditors by wilful and negligent 
book-keeping, his was the case. Upon such a balance-sheet he 
felt bound to adjourn the bankrupt’s examination sine die, with- 
out protection.—Liverpool Albion. 


THE CLERKSHIP OF THE CENTRAL CRIMINAL 
COURT. 


The death of Mr. John Clark, Clerk to the Central Crimi- 
nal Court, and Clerk of the Peace for the City of London, took 
place, from diphtherite, on the 28th inst. The Clerk of the 
Central Criminal Court has £3000 a-year; but he, out of 
that sum, has to maintain an efficient staff of subordinate clerks. 
The appointment rests with the Lord Mayor and the judges on 
the rota for the time being. Mr. Straight, the Deputy-Clerk 
of Assize for the Home Circuit, and for many years the deputy 
of Mr. Clark, will, in all probability, be elected Clerk of the 
Central Criminal Court; and Mr. Goodman, the legal adviser of 
the Lord Mayor and Chief Clerk at the Mansion-house, is said 
to be a candidate for the office of Clerk of the Peace. 


BANKRUPTCY IN ENGLAND AND SCOTLAND. 


Mr. J. Boyd Kinnear, of the Scottish and English Bar, has 
published a pamphlet, containing a comparison of the bank- 
ruptcy system of England and Scotland, and intended to point 
out in what respects the former may advantageously borrow from 
the latter system. The first part of this pamphlet, on the 
“ Defects of the English Law and comparative Results of the 
Scottish Law,” are here subjoined :— 

The leading objections to the bankruptcy system of England 
may be classed as follows :— 

1. The expense of the procedure. 

2. The exclusion of the creditors from all control over the 
management of the estate. 

3. The uniform and unbending formalities which have to be 
observed at every step, however useless in any particular case 
these formalities may be. 

4. The publicity, annoyance, and loss of time involved in the 
method of proving debts. 

5, The inconvenience of having to resort to courts at a 
distance. 

These objections will be found stated, and illustrated by every 
variety of experience, in the evidence taken before the com- 
mission on the English Bankruptcy Law in 1853-4. It is 
printed as a Parliamentary Paper of Session 1854, No. 1770. 
Merchants and lawyers there agree with almost entire 
unanimity in reprobating the system as fundamentally bad, and 
in attributing its evils to the causes above stated, though 
taking, of course, different views of the comparative import- 
ance of each special objection. Yor an authentic exposition of 
the views of the legal profession, the replies of the Metropolitan 
and Provincial Law Association, of seven of the leading firms 
in the City of London (a joint answer), of the Birmingham, 
the Bristol, the Hull, the Liverpool, and the Manchester Law 
Associations, may be particularly referred to. The replies of 
the merchants and traders are no less distinct, and, if possible, 
more emphatic than those of the lawyers. But, indeed, it is 
superfluous to cite authority in support'of positions on which 
the mind of the mercantile public is so entirely made up. 

But a moment’s reflection will show that all these evils flow 
from one source. ‘That source lies in the maxim which has 
been adopted, that the moment a man becomes bankrupt, he 





without the express sanction of the Court; because of this 
maxim every debt must be proved before the Court, and no 
dividend can be paid but by the Court’s express order. Hence 
heavy fees to the officers of the Court; hence multiplied 
applications to the Court; hence the delay, annoyance, and loss 
caused by the interposition of the Court at every turn; and 
hence the increase of the Court business to such a degree that 
the local county court judges cannot overtake it, and it must be 
transferred to special courts erected for the district. 

The Scottish system proceeds, on the contrary, on the 
maxim that none are so likely to conduct the business well as 
the creditors whose concern it is. Against fraud it provides 
safeguards—for the liquidation it provides facilities—but the 
remedies against fraud lie dormant till the creditors find it 
necessary to invoke them, and the liquidation proceeds without 
further legal formality than in the payment of a debt bya 
private trustee. In consequence, the Scottish system presents 
an advantageous contrast to the English on the whole of the 
heads under which the leading objections to the English system 
have been classed. I shall briefly refer to each. 

lst. Objection—Eapense of Procedure-—By the most recent 
return, contained in a Parliamentary Paper of Session 1857, 
No. 100, it appears that the amount collected in the whole of 
the cases in the Bankruptcy Court for the years 1853 to 
1855, was £1,978,325—that, of this, £1,073,386 had been paid 
out in dividends, and that £278,454 was still in hand—that 
for the collection and payment of these sums there had been 
expended £235,513 as solicitors’ charges, £12,622 for sta- 
tionery, postages, &c., £85,585 as official assignees’ commission, 
£294,501 for fees to other officers of the Court. That is to 
say, of the whole sums collected from bankrupts’ estates 11°9 
per cent. disappeared as solicitors’ charges, 14°9 per cent. 
as court charges, 4°3 per cent. as official assignees’ commission, 
and ‘6 per cent. as stationery expenses, &c.—in all 31°7 per 
cent. The total number of cases adjudicated was 2138—the 
number of these in which no dividend at all was paid was 583. 
Yet it will be remembered that these results appear in spite of 
a rule that no one could be adjudged bankrupt on his own 
petition prior to 1854, unless he could show assets to the amount 
of 5s. in the pound ; nor could he, subsequently to 1854, unless 
he could show assets amounting to at least £150. 

There is no parliamentary return yet published of the 
expenses of Scottish bankruptcies. But returns are regularly 
made to a public office in Scotland, and from them it appears, 
as was stated in 1854 by a most competent authority* (and I 
have the best reason for believing that the estimate is still 
regarded as correct), that the average of the total solicitors’ and 
court charges is 5°5 per cent. where the trustee (assignee) is a 
non-professional man—3 per cent. where he is a professional 
man. The average of the trustees’ commission is 4°6 per cent. 
where he is a non-professional man—3°6 per cent. where he isa 
professional man. The miscellaneous expenses of stationery, 
&c., are not often accurately distinguished in the Scottish 
returns from the other causes of deduction from dividends, such 
as mortgage interest, wages, rent, and other debts which must 
be paid in full, but it may be safely taken as not exceeding the 
corresponding rate in England, viz. °6 per cent. ‘Thus the 
whole expenses—which in England average 31°7 per cent. of 
the assets, in Scotland average 7°1 per cent. or 10°7 per cent., 
according as a professional or private man is selected by the 
creditors for their trustee. This distinction is nearly equivalent 
to saying according as the estate is large or small.. There is in 
Scotland no limit to the smallness of the estate which may be 
brought into bankruptcy. 

2nd Objection—Exclusion of the Creditors from Control—In 
Scotland the creditors have the whole control, unrestrained by 
any Court, unless they act illegally. The estate is vested in a 
trustee, elected by themselves within fourteen days of the bank- 
ruptey. He collects the funds (under their direction), takes 
the proof of the debts, and pays the divMlends. He is 
paid by a commission on the amount he collects, the rate of 
which is fixed by the “commissioners,” a committee of creditors 
appointed to advise with and superintend him. His regularity 
in the keeping of the books and accounts is further secured by 





* Letter to Lord ‘Brougham, by Samuel Raleigh, Accountant. A, &C. 
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“Abie being subjected to inspection by a public officer, called the 


Accountant in Bankruptcy, but through whose hands no 
money passes. The creditors even decide on the bankrupt’s 
protection and allowance, and the Court, in granting either, 
acts merely as their minister. There is on most points an 

permitted to the ordinary civil courts, but practically it 


_is limited to obtaining their judgment on legal questions, or as 


a remedy against evident injustice; for the courts will not 
interfere with the exercise of the discretion of the creditors and 
the trustee except in such circumstances. 
8rd Objection—The unbending Formalities of a Court—In a 
Scottish bankruptcy the adjudication, the bankrupt’s examina- 
tion, and the certificate, are the only stages in which the Court 
ily intervenes. In every other matter no application 
need be made to it at all, unless a party expressly appeals to it, 
or invokes its interference for some special object. 
4th Objection—The Publicity and Trouble of the Method of 
proving Debts.—In Scotland personal attendance is not required, 
the debts are. not proved in public, nor does the matter ever 
come to the knowledge of the public, unless the legality of the 


debt is-so seriously disputed as to involve an appeal to the 


Court. Debts are proved by simply sending (by post or other- 
wise) to the trustee an affidavit of the debt, with the written 
documents which establish it. These in Scotland need no 
proof of execution unless forgery or other legal defect is 
alleged. Before the trustee’s election debts are proved by pro- 
ducing the like documents, personally or by proxy, at the 
seeting for election of a trustee, in which case, if the claim 
appears disputable, it is referred to the decision of the county 
court judge. 

5th Objection—The Necessity of resorting to a distant Court.— 
In Scotland this is wholly obviated by the beneficial action of 
the principles already indicated. ‘The result of them is, that 
the bankruptcy business which requires the intervention of a 
Court is so trifling, that it is all transacted by the county court 
judges. To show how little is the trouble involved, it may be 
stated that till recently (when, on the salaries being readjusted, 
all fees were abolished,) the judge was thought sufficiently 
remunerated for each bankruptcy by a fee of one guinea on the 
examination, and another guinea if required to be present at a 
meeting of creditors. 

While the cardinal defects of the English system are thus 
unknown to the Scottish, it may perhaps be suggested that the 
want of formality, and the absence of judicial superintendence 
and direction to which this result is due, themselves afford 
ground for objections of no less weight. It may be thought 
that a system in which there is no special court of bankruptcy 
—no registrar —no official assignee—no messenger—no broker 
—not even a recognised solicitor—cannot be a safe one. To 
this suggestion two answers may be made—the first derived 
from reason—the second from experience. 

In the first place, then, the answer is, that in the great 
majority of cases in which the help of the Bankrupt Laws is 
needed, the bankrupt may have been unfortunate, over san- 
guine, even reckless, but he is not shamelessly dishonest. And 
his creditors are of the average respectability of mercantile 
men. When these individuals are, by the occurrence of bank- 
ruptcy, temporarily forced into partnership, why should it be 
assumed that every one of them is bent on overreaching the 
others in every way which astuteness can devise? Surely 
common sense would rather assume that they will conduct the 
partnership on the ordinary mercantile principles—that if they 
appoint a manager they will take care to appoint one of good 
character—that the committee which immediately superintends 
him will do its duty—and that, if to these general safeguards of 
all partnerships, there be added in this case special means by 
which any creditor having the slightest suspicion may obtain 
immediate protection, or investigation, by the ordinary Courts, 
and the further security of the books of the partnership being 
periodically examined by a public officer, abundant mutual 
security is provided. And if in cases where fraud on the part 
of the bankrupt—or of any of the creditors—is really feared, 
provision is made for the adoption of measures equally 
stringent with those which are applied to all cases indiscrimi- 
nately in England, surely the objection of want of safety must 
appear wholly groundless. 

But the better answer is that derived from experience. 
And on this head it may be sufficient to adduce the evidence 
of two facts. Firstly, not only have the Scottish public 
stedfastly resisted any attempts that have been made to 
ive them the additional “security” ascribed to the English 

accepting lately, and with hesitation, the 


sepentzent of 
Appointment of a public officer to superintend the trustees’ 


Tegularity in bookkeeping; but they have recently separated 








the system still further from the control of the supreme Courts of 
the country, they have abolished the plan of the regular 
appointment of an interim manager by the Court—which for 
some time was tried—and they have extended, without a 
dissentient voice, the application of the bankrupt law, thus 
simplified, to all classes of the community, whether traders or 
not. Secondly, a contentment with the existing system (of 
course not implying belief that in every point of detail perfec- 
tion has been attained,) is as universal in Scotland as 
discontent is in England. This contentment leads to the result 
that nearly every mercantile case of admitted insolvency passes 
as a matter of course through the Bankruptcy Court. It is 
found to be a cheaper, more expeditious, more secure, and 
in every way more satisfactory method than any private 
trust. 

Finally, it may very properly be suggested, that in its 
supreme object—security—the English system has proved a 
failure. Of the defalcations of official assignees no accurate 
record is kept; but it appears from a return made to the House 
of Lords this year (1858, No. 173) that the chief registrar in 
bankruptcy finds accidental notices in his office of the 
defalcation of official assignees to the amount of £110,000 
since the year 1832, only a part of which large sum had been 
paid up by their sureties. That amount is certain; it is 
impossible to say how much more may have been lost in a 
similar manner. But it may well be doubted if the loss by 
trustees in Scotland has been proportionately great. 

After describing the general nature of the procedure in 
Scotland, Mr. Kinnear thus states the alterations which would 
be involved in its adoption here. These would be:— 

1. The abolition of the whole of the existing courts and 
staff of bankruptcy—retaining only such umber (perhaps two 
might be found sufficient) of the London commissioners as 
might serve to transact the London and non-local business, and 
to form a Court of Appeal from the decisions of the county 
court judge. 

2. The giving the power to make adjudications of bank- 
ruptcy to the London commissioners in all cases, and to the 
county court judges in cases where the parties had for some 
time resided or carried on business within their territory. The 
London commissioners, in adjudications made by them, to 
direct the bankruptcy to proceed before such county court as 
they shall think best, and the creditors to be entitled to remove 
it to any other. 

3. The abolition of any limit in the assets of the debtor 
to warrant him in petitioning; but, as a substitute, the re- 
quiring his petition to be with the consent of creditors to the 
same amount as if they petitioned alone. 

4. The abolition of the system of taking possession by a 
messenger, leaving it in the power of any creditor to apply to 
the county court judge to put an officer of the court in posses- _ 
sion, if special reason for such a step shall be shown. 

5. The early election by the creditors of a single assignee on 
the estate, giving sufficient security. The election to be either 
at a private sitting of the county court judge, or at a private 
meeting of the creditors In the latter case, the proof of debts 
to be made to the meeting itself, with power to any party to 
appeal to the county court judge. His decision, on hearing the 
appeals, to be conclusive, and to be the formal appointment of 
the party whom he finds to be duly elected. 

6. The investing the assignee thus chosen with the whole 
powers and duties at present exercised by the official assignee, 
the trade assignees, the accountant, and the court itself, in so 
far as regards proof of debts. The audit of his accounts to be 
by a committee of creditors at fixed periods, the same committee 
to fix the amount to be divided, and, on occasion of each divi- 
dend, the rate of payment of the assignee for his past work by 
a commission on the sums collected. 

7. The appointment of an official to whom the assignees 
and clerks of the county courts shall make regular returns of 
the date of each step taken, and who shall have power, on any 
irregularity coming to his notice, to call a meeting of the credi- 
tors, or to represent it to the Court in London. 

8. The giving to the county court judge power to grant the 
bankrupt’s certificate, but only on receiving a report from the 
assignee relative to his conduct, and with the consent of a 
majority of the creditors, the required majority gradually 
diminishing with the lapse of time. The bankrupt’s protection 
also*to, be at the discretion of a majority of the creditors. 

9. The permitting of appeals from the decisions of the 
assignee on the proof of debts, and from resolutions of the 
majority of the creditors where the validity of debts computed 
in the majority, or the legality of the resolution itself is 
disputed, and also from the resolution of the committee of cre- 
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ditors fixing the rate of the assignee’s commission, to the county 
éourt judge, and from him, when he shall certify the case to be 
proper for appeal, to the London Court. 

40. The giving power to the creditors at any stage to put an 
end to the proceedings, while reaping the benefit of all that has 
till then taken place, not only by a deed of arrangement, but 
by accepting a composition, payment of which is secured by 
sureties, to whom the estate is made over, instead of, as now, 
requiring the debtor to inake a payment into Court, which he 
has not the means of making. 

Mr. Kinnear concludes his pamphlet with the recommenda- 
tion that—even affidavits of debt should be dispensed with, and 
the proof made to consist merely in the transmitting to the 
élerk of the county court, or the assignee after he is chosen, of 
a claim of debt, stating the amount, the manner in which it 
arose, and the securities, if any, held for it; the claim to be 
signed by the claimant, and accompanied by any vouchers of 
the debt which may exist. Power would of course be given to 
the creditors, or the assignee, to require further proof on oath 
if they thought it requisite. But it is believed that in the 
majority of cases no further proof would be necessary, 
particularly where collusion was not feared, and the claim 
was found to be corroborated by the bankrupt’s books, In such 
cases there is really no ground for further formality of proof 
than may be sufficient to satisfy an ordinary mind that the 
debt is really due; and any relief which can safely be given 
from the necessity of using forms of such strict technicality as 
affidavits, would unquestionably be a boon to the public. It 
would be easy to give to the claims, so made, the same solemnity 
as if made on oath, by enacting that the signature to the claim 
should be taken as implyiug an affidavit of the truth of the 
facts which it contains. 


RAILWAY LEGISLATION. 
REPORT OF COMMITTEE OF House oF Lorps. 


The select committee of the House of Lords appointed to 
inquire into the present system of proceedings in Parliament on 
private bills, and to consider whether any improvement can be 
effected to regulate and facilitate such legislation, and diminish 
its expense, haye reported as follows:— 

That the committee have met, and considered the subject- 
matter referred to them, and have examined several witnesses in 
relation thereto. 

Important suggestions have been made in a communication 
submitted to the committee by one of its members, and in the 
evidence of some of the witnesses, as to the substitution of a 
new tribunal, and as to extensive alterations in the present 
system of private bill legislation; but although there are many 
valuable observations contained in these communications well 
deserving of the attention of Parliament, the committee have 
deemed it more expedient to confine themselves to the con- 
sideration of what were the best practical amendments they 
could recommend in the present system of procedure in Parlia- 
ment on private bills, without entertaining the larger question 
of an entire alteration in the existing system, and have 
accordingly agreed to the following resolutions :— 

1. That all Standing Orders, except such orders as apply 
especially to any bill on coming up from the House of 
Commons, be proved before examiners previous to introduction 
of Bill into Parliament, and that the decision of the examiners, 
upon compliance or non-compliance with Standing Orders, be 
final. 

2. That, in cases of non-compliance with Standing Orders, any 
memorial, praying that such Standing Orders may be dispensed 
with, shall be presented to the examiners within one week after 
their decision; and that the examiners shall forward the same 
with the certificate to the Clerk of the Parliaments to be laid 
before the Standing Order Committee, who shall consider such 
memorial, and determine the matter referred to them forth- 
with. 

3. That in all cases of opposed private bills, in which no 
parties shall have appeared on the petitions against such bills, 
or having appeared shall have withdrawn their opposition 
before the evidence of the promoters shall have been commenced, 
the committees on such bills shall forthwith refer them back, 
with a statement of the facts, to the chairman of committees, 
to be dealt with by him as if originally unopposed. 

4. That questions of locus standi be referred to a committee 
appointed for the consideration of such questions. 

5. That subscription contracts and declarations shall be dis- 
continued, but deposits shall be made in all cases where such 
ay contracts and declarations are now required. 

' 6 Phat committess of both honses on private ills liave the 











power to administer an oath to witnesses, in order that 4 vet. 
tificate of the evidence taken before a committee of One Horge 
on such bills may be received by the other House’ as ' sufficient 
in such matters as may be found expedient. ’ vq 

7. That the committee of selection appoint the chairman of 
all committees appointed by them. Prien f 

And the committee have directed the minutes of evidence 
taken before them to be laid before your Lordships. 


Rerort or Commitree or House or Commons, 


The select committee of the House of Commons appointed 
to inquire into the best mode of securing the public interests, 
and diminishing parliamentary expenses in reference to railway 
and canal legislation, agreed to the following resolutions ;— 

1. That all railway and canal bills be deposited at the 
Private Bill Office and at the Board of Trade on or before the 
23rd of December previous to the next session of parliament, 

2. That the examiners of petitions for private bills’ com. 
mence their sittings on the 18th of January, and that they be 
directed by Mr. ‘Speaker to make such arrangement for the 
examination of petitions as shall facilitate the’ introduction 
of private bills at as early a period as possible in each session, 

3. That compliance with the Standing Orders of both Houses, 
except the Wharncliffe Order, be proved before the introduction 
of a railway bill into parliament. 

4. That an early day be fixed at the commencement of each 
session, after which no railway bill shall be read a second time 
without the express sanction of the House. 

5. That the panel of chairmen of committees on railway 
and canal bills should be reduced to the smallest number 
consistent with the proper transaction of the business of the 
session, such number, if possible, not te exceed five. 

6. That it would tend to shorten the labours of committees, 
and diminish the expense of inquiries before them, if they 
continned their sittings not less than five hours each day. 

7. That it is desirable that arrangements be made for a 
portion of the private business of each session being commenced 
in the House of Lords. 

8. That, with a view to promote such an arrangement, it is 
desirable that the House of Commons should not insist’ on its 
privileges as regards money clauses in private bills, when such 
clauses relate to tolls and charges for services performed, and 
are not in the nature of a tax. 

9. That, with the same view, committees of the House of 
Commons should have the power of examining witnesses on 
oath. 

10. That the Standing Orders relating to subscription con- 
tracts be repealed. 

11. That evidence taken before committees of the House of 
Lords on private bills be received by committees of the House of 
Commons under the same regulations which have heretofore 
been in force in committees on Divorce Bills. 

12. That the form annexed to the Standing Orders with 
regard to notices to landowners and occupiers be altered so as 
to avoid the necessity of sending with the notice a description 
of the plan and section. 


THE DEFENCE OF BERNARD. 


The Daily News says:—In correction of some loose reports 
which have obtained circulation, Mr. Montague Leverson writes 
to us respecting an incident of the Bernard prosecution :—“The 
facts are, that a former patient of Dr. Bernard, long established 
in business in Paris, hearing of his position, wrote to Mr. Albert, 
the interpreter at the Marlborough-street Police Court, stating 
that, urged by gratitude for restored health, he was desirous of 
giving the Doctor such pecuniary aid as was needed, and in his 
power, to procure the ablest services for his defence. This letter 
came to my hands through those of Messrs. Shaen & Roscoe, 
but I was not guilty of the imprudence of sending it to Paris. 
Nevertheless, for this act of gratitude, for which all civilised 
men would have esteemed the writer, Dr. Bernard’s ci-devant 
patient was suddenly stripped of his means of livelihood, and 
deported to this country, with an intimation that he must be 
thankfui for powerful influence which had been exerted. in 
his favour, or he would have been sent to Cayenne. Let 
Albert and the French police explain how the above 
gratitude came to the knowledge of the French police; 
the ‘ paternal government’ of M. Buonaparte justify its 
less chastisement of the exercise of one of the noblest 
rarest virtues.” 

We understand two vacancies will shortly take place in 
Queen’s Bench; and when Mr. Whiteside shall nore ee 
a number of Bills, which now occupy hié totes Se 
mMénits in’ the Queen’s Berth will this Mr. to 
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fe Chief Justice, and Master Litton transferred from his pre- 
nt position to the vacancy created by Judge Crampton’s re- 

jation. Judge Perrin will then be senior of the puisne judges, 
aud Mr. Litton will occupy the place of Judge O’Brien. The 
yacant Mastership will be filled by Mr. Thomas Lefroy, Q.C., 
and the Solicitor-General will be Attorney-General. Such are 
fle inost recent speculations, and they wear an air of proba- 
bility —Dublin Freeman. 

It. is stated that the official liquidators to the district bank at 
Newcastle-on-Tyne have given their assent to the proposition 
for the purchase of the Derwent and Consett Ironworks by the 
shareholders of the bank, and are prepared to recommend to 
the Court of Chancery that the subscribing shareholders, on the 
payment of their respective subscriptions, be discharged from 
their liabilities to thé bank. ‘The ironworks have been incor- 
porated under the Joint Stock Companies Acts of 1856 and 
1857. 

SE 


Recent Decisions in Chancery. 


SATISFACTION OF Dest By LeGacy. 
Cole v. Willard, 6 W. R. 712. 


The doctrine of satisfaction of debts by legacies may be con- 
sidered as a skilful invention for the encouragement of suits in 
Chancery. It has been pronounced by judges to be founded on 
no sound principle, and whenever a case arises for its applica- 
tion, there is a disposition to evade authorities which cannot be 
avowedly disregarded. ‘This object is attained by relying upon 
circumstances which scarcely appear sufficient to support the 
conclusions founded on them. Various degrees of deference are 
paid by different judges to the decisions of their predecessors, 
and thus one element of uncertainty in these cases is derived 
from the diversity of character which exists among judicial minds. 
The general tendency of the recent cases appears to be to get 
tid of the doctrine of satisfaction altogether. One judge declares 
the general rule binding, but finds particular facts to warrant 
him in setting it aside. Another judge, a few years later, points 
out that the circumstances relied upon were too slight to 
justify the exception, and therefore he treats the previous case 
as going far to shake the authority of the rule. This is the 
approved process for getting rid of any old doctrine which 
modern views of jurisprudence condemn; and in the instance 
before us the Master of the Rolls has gone a considerable way 
towards abolishing the ancient rule. In order to exhibit clearly 
the effect of his decision, it may be well to state what the law 
of the Court is, or at least was, upon the subject of satisfaction, 
and the effect of the most recent cases. 

Where a man, being under an obligation to do a specific act, 
ais to pay money, does that by will which may be considered as 
a performance of it, the conclusion of law is, that what the 
testator has done was intended to be in satisfaction of his obli- 
gation. But this presumption does not arise unless the benefit 
given by the will is of the same nature, and of at least equal 
amount, and equally certain as to time of enjoyment, with the 
Benefit to be taken under the obligation. 

In the case of Rowe v. Rowe (2 De G. & S. 294), it was in 
the first place decided by Knight Bruce, V. C., that the testator 
was at the time of his death in equity indebted to his wife in 
the'sum of £600, which had been bequeathed for her separate 
tse, and had come into the testator’s hands. The question then 
arose, whether a legacy of £2800 given by the testator to his 
wife, was to be taken as a satisfaction of the debt? Now here 
Was a'debt, and a legacy of greater amount than the debt pay- 
able at the testator’s death, without any sort of fetter or 
Teservation; and yet the Vice-Chancellor held that the legacy 
Was not a satisfaction of the debt. He remarked, in the first 
place, that the testator had appointed his nephew executor, “ to 

ay all my just debts;” and that the authorities did not allow 
hitn to disregard these expressions. And he further observed 
that Lord Lyndhurst in Bartlett v. Gillard (3 Russ. 156), had 
held that the circumstance of the first annuity in that case 
being given for separate use, but the second annuity not being 
80 given, was material; and as he found that distinction he 
should follow it, without saying what his own opinion would 

We been in the absence of authority upon the point. ‘There 

fas this difference, however, between the case before Knight 
Bruce, V.C., and that relied on by him, that as the legatee’ in 
the former case was the testator’s wife, she became capable, on 
Mis decease, of receiving the £600 due from his estate, and ab- 
eelutaly 


ae’ was a married woman, but not the wife of the 


disposing of it. In Bartlett v. Gillard the done’ of 





Inthe case of Edmunds v. Lowe (3 K. & Jo. 818; 3°Jur., 
N. 'S., 508; 5 W. R. 444), the testator was indebted ‘to his 
daughter in the sum of £25. By his will he directed his debts 
to be paid, and gave the residue of his estate upon trust, after 
payment of his debts and legacies, for certain purposes. By a 
codicil he gave to his daughter a legacy of £100. Wood, 
V.C., said that he had found no case in which a direction to 
pay debts had of itself been held to afford sufficient pre- 
sumption of an intention that a legacy to a creditor shoald 
not be in satisfaction of the debt due from the testator. ‘He 
remarked upon Rowe v. Rowe, that the Court, in that case, by 
calling in Bartlett v. Gillard to its assistance, showed that, in its 
opinion, the mere direction to pay debts would not suffice. ‘In 
the case before him there was also, in the will, a trust to pay 
debts and legacies “ hereinbefore mentioned,” but this would 
not apply to a legacy given by a codicil. He, therefore, felt 
“unwillingly compelled to hold” that the legacy was ‘in satis- 
faction of the debt. 

We now come to the recent case of Cole v. Willard, decided 
be the Master of the Rolls. In that case the testator had given 
a bond to.pay to trustees, within three months from his decease, 
£2000, to be held upon trust to pay the interest to his intended 
wife for life, and after her decease in trust as to the princi 
for his own personal representatives. By his will, after’ direct- 
ing payment of his debts, the testator gave to his wife an annuity 
of £200 for life, to be paid quarterly, and the first payment to 
be made on the first quarter-day after his decease; and he 
directed his executors to invest, out.of his personal estate,’ a 
sum sufficient to provide for payment of this annuity. The 
Master of the Rolls admitted that there was great difficulty in 
seeing any distinction between this case and that of Wathen 
v. Smith (4 Mad. 325), which had been relied upon against the 
widow; but he nevertheless held, upon the terms of the will 
before him, that the widow was entitled both to the annuity and 
to the interest of the £2000. 

In Wathen v. Smith the testator had covenanted within six 
months after his decease to pay to his wife £1000. By his 
will he gave her £1000 to be paid within three months, and 
there was a trust to pay debts and legacies. It was held by 
Sir John Leach, V.C., that the legacy was a satisfaction of the 
covenant. In this-case it is to be noticed that there was a 
provision for the payment both of debts and legacies. Now a 
provision for debts alone makes no difference, as we learn from 
Edmunds y. Lowe. But if there be a rule, whether founded or 
not in reason, that a provision for debts and legacies will repel 
the presumption of satisfaction, then Sir John Leach decided 
wrongly, and the Master of the Rolls properly declined to follow 
him. If again it be held that the provision by will in Cole y. 
Willard was not ejusdem generis with that made by the bond, 
of course the presumption of satisfaction would be rebntted, 
according to the recognised rule. But if neither of these argu- 
ments be tenable, the result of the modern decisions seems to 
be that a great deal depends upon the disposition of the .par- 
ticular judge before whom any future case may happen to 
come. ‘The importance sonietimes attached to a direction to 
pay debts and legacies is not very easy to understand, The 
bequest of a legacy implies a direction for its payment; and an 
express direction is applicable to all the legacies given, but 
throws no light upon the question whether a particular legacy 
has been given, or with what intent. The truth would seem to 
be, that the judges who resorted to this argument were dis- 
satisfied with a rule which, however, they did not venture to 
set aside, but were determined, if possible, elude. 

Lanps CLauses AcT—APPLICATION OF PURCHASE-MONEY 
IN Court. 
Re Wight's devised Estates, 6 W. R. 718. 

Under the 69th section of the Lands Clauses Act (8 & 9 
Vict. c, 18), purchase-money paid into court may be applied in 
the purchase or redemption of the land-tax, or the discharge of 
any debt or incumbrance affecting the land in respect of which 
such money shall have been paid, or affecting other lands settled 
therewith to the same uses. In the case of Ex parte Lockwood 
(14 Beay. 158), there had been an inclosure of common lands, 
and an allotment had been made to the rector of a certain 
parish. By the Inclosure Act, part of an allotment might be 
sokl to defray the expenses of putting the Act into execution, 
and of fencing and inelosing the allotments. A railway com- 
pany had paid into court a sum of money as compensation for 
injury to other Iunds belonging to the rectory. The rector 
asked that the amount of the expenses of executing the Act, 
and of fencing, &¢., payable by him, might be paid out of the 
sum in court, instead of selling or charging the allotted lands, 
and the Master of the Rolls made the order accordingly, as “a 
very reasonable and wise thing to do.” 
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In re Wight’s devised Estates, the sum of £220 had been paid 
into court by a railway company as the purchase-money for a 
small portion of an estate. Labourers’ cottages being required 
on the estate, the tenant for life asked that the sum in court 
might be paid to her, undertaking to apply it towards building, 
and to supply the deficiency out of her own pocket; and Wood, 
V.C., made the desired order, on the authority of Ex parte 
Shaw (4 Y. & C. 506), a case which occurred in the Exchequer, 
in the year 1841, under a special railway Act, and four years 
before the passing of the general enactment. 

During the present week there has been a case before the 
Lords Justices, on appeal from the Master of the Rolls, who 
doubted his jurisdiction to make the required order. It will be 
seen on comparing the above two cases, that the former falls 
within the terms of the Act, while the latter can only be em- 
braced by adopting a liberal interpretation. General conveni- 
ence, however, requires an enlarged view of the provisions of 
this clause, aud such, we believe, was the view taken by the 
Lords Justices. 

— 


Cases at Common Law specially Enteresting to Attorneys. 


18 & 19 Vicor. c. 108, s. 26—Tar ation oF Costs or ACTION 
ORDERED TO BE TRIED IN A County CouRT. 
Wheatcroft v. Forster, 6 W. R., Q. B., 651. 

By a provision (s. 26) of the last County Court Amendment 
Act (18 & 19 Vict. c. 108), it was enacted that where, in any 
action of contract brought in a superior court, the claim in- 
dorsed on the writ does not exceed £50, or where the claim has 
been reduced to that amount or under, by payment into court, 
payment, an admitted set off, or otherwise, a judge of the supe- 
rior court, on the application of either party after issue joined, 
may in his discretion, and on such terms as he shall think fit, 
order the cause to be tried in any county court which he shall 
name. And after the hearing, the registrar of the county 
court is to certify the result to the Masters’ office, and judg- 
ment in accordance with such certificate may be then signed in 
the superior court. It is believed that, previously to the case 
under discussion, this new method of trial of actions commenced 
in the superior courts (which resembles in some respects the 
writ of trial given by 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 42, s. 17, in cases where 
not more than £20 is sought to be recovered), has not given 
rise to any disputed questions, and it has probably not been 
frequently used. The clause in the Act, however, is singularly 
deficient in precision, and leaves much of the necessary 
machinery for carrying out its object unexplained. For ex- 
ample, it does not state (and the 65th rule of practice, which 
has reference to this section of the Act, is equally silent as to 
this), whether the hearing may, if either of the parties desire, 
be before a jury, or whether the judge of the county court is 
himself to decide the facts, as well as such questions of law 
as may arise. It is true that the judge may make the 
order “on such terms” as he shall think fit, but this has 
probably reference only to the question of costs, upon which the 
case under discussion turned. Here, the judge's order contained 
no provision upon this subject, and the defendant, having had a 
verdict, and a certificate to that effect being returned by the 
Registrar to the Master, signed judgment in the superior court 
to obtain his costs in the action. ‘These, however (so far as the 
trial was concerned), the Master would only allow on the 
county court scale of taxation, and an application was now made 
to the court upon the subject. It was urged that the defendant 
had been brought into the superior court by the plaintiff as 
dominus litis, and that the former was therefore entitled, on 
succeeding, to costs of trial on the scale allowed by such courts 
—the only scale with which the Master had anything to do. 
But the Court held, that the Master was at liberty to use the 
county court scale as his guide, and that, in such cases, the 
proper course was for an arrangement as to the costs, to be 
settled before the judge of the superior court, on his making the 


Pracrice—Consouipation oy Actions—Mutvuat As- 
SURANCE SOCIETIES. 
Lewis v. Banks, 6 W. B., C. P., 652. 

The last occasion on which we noticed the practice as to the 
consolidation of actions was in the case of Syers v. Pickersgill * 
(6 W.K., Exch.,16). ‘The actions there, the subject of the applica- 
tion, arose out of a marine insurance, and the actions were against 
the several underwriters. ‘The only point worthy of notice in the 
case under discussion was, whether the ordinary practice of con- 





* Noticed sup. p. 28. 








solidating actions brought against underwriters should be ex. 
tended to the case of actions brought against the several mem. 
bers of a mutual insurance society, on a policy signed by the 
secretary on behalf of the members for the time being. The Court 
decided this in the affirmative—holding, that it was no suff. 
cient objection to such consolidation that questions might arise 
as to whether some of the defendants were members at the time 
of the insurance, nor that judgment against one defendant only 
would not show the amount for which each of them was re. 
spectively liable.. And in making absolute the consolidation 
rule, the Court remarked that though all the defendants enter. 
ing into it would be bound by the decision of the first case, if 
in favour of the plaintiff; the plaintiff, on the other hand, if he 
failed in his first case, was at liberty, by the terms of the rule, 
to select another defendant, and try again. 


PracticE—SECURITY FOR Costs OF PROCEEDINGS IN 
ERROR. 
Hill v. Fox, 6 W. R., Exch., 652. 

The practice as to requiring security for costs is one alto. 
gether for the Courts, and moulds itself in obedience to the 
changes of procedure in other respects. The question which 
arose in the case under discussion was, whether the defendant 
in the original action, who, having brought error on the judg. 
ment against him, had thenceforward become the actor or plain- 
tiff in the proceedings, could be ordered to find security for the 
costs in error by reason of his residing abroad and having no 
property in this country. It was admitted by the plaintiff in 
the original proceedings, in making application against the de- 
fendant to this effect, that the ordinary practice as to security 
for costs applied only to the case of plaintiffs, but it was urged 
that upon principle that party should be ordered to find secu- 
rity (if out of the jurisdiction, and without property within it) 
who took a step which would cause an immediate outlay by the 
other side, without regard to the circumstance of the party 
taking such step being called plaintiff or defendant. To this 
view the Court acceded, holding themselves bound to do s0 in 
favour of consistency. We may-observe that another recent 
case (decided since the Common Law Procedure Act, 1852, 
made proceeding in error a step only in the original cause) 
establishes that where a plaintiff, who had found security for 
the costs of an action to a certain amount ordered by the Court, 
brought error on a judgment in such action for the defendant, 
the former was compelled to give such additional security as 
would cover the costs in error. In both this case and that under 
discussion, the Court said, that if there were no precedent for 
the application, they felt no hesitation in constituting one by 
the decision they were about to pronounce. 


MANDAMUS TO GIVE Up Books oF A Pusiic NATURE, 


Reg. v. Rastrick, 6 W. R., B. C., 654. 

This was an application for a mandamus to the defendant to 
give up to certain justices books of a public nature. It ap- 
peared that the books in question came into the possession of 
the defendant as the executor of a justices’ clerk recently de- 
ceased, and that they were urgently required for the purpose of 
carrying on the county business. Under these circumstances 
the rule was made absolute by Wightman, J., without calling 
upon the Crown to support the rule, and without heeding the 
representations made on behulf of the defendant that the beoks 
in question contained private entries of the deceased affecting 
his personal estate. “If,” remarked the Court, “a public 
officer chooses to enter private matters in books used for public 
purposes, can that excuse him for retaining them from the 
public ?” 

County Court ApPEAL—AMENDMENT OF CASE, 

Ez parte Williams, re Harrison v. Williams, 6 W.R., B. C., 655. 

This was an application arising out of a county court appeal, 
calling upon the judge to show cause why he should not amend 
a case stated by him for the opinion of the Court, by setting 
forth therein a certain fact, or the evidence relating thereto; 
and it appeared that a certain plaint having been levied in the 
county court in question, against the defendant on whose 
this rule was moved, in respect of aninjury to a boat 
to the plaintiff, alleged to have been caused by the 
of the defendant, or his servant, in the conduct of a pilot boat, 
the county court judge came to the conclusion that the acd 
dent was caused by the pilot boat’s sériking against a 
pier, through the negligence of the defendant’s servant; but the 
case also stated that the accident in question would not 
happened, unless it had been for the negligence of a oo 
though the case did not proceed to set forth what this last 
mentioned negligence was, or to set out the evidence ning 
it. The Court held that herein was involved a question of Iss 
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a which an appeal lay, and that the county court judge must 
amend his case by stating the eviderice, or saying in hat the 
negligence consisted. 

AgTORNEY AND CuieENT—CuHaAmperty, NatuRE or—Tak- 

ING SuBsect Marrer or Suir By WAY oF SECURITY. 

Anderson v. Radcliffe § Walker, 6 W. R., Q. B., 655. 

This is an important case; and in order that our readers 
may the better ‘apprehend its effect, we must refer them to 
our notice of the case of Simpson v. Lamb* (5 W. R., Q. B., 
927), where a question arose as to the purchase by an 
attorney conducting a cause, of the benefit which should result 
this client from its successful prosecution; and in which we 
took occasion to explain ‘the effect of the authorities in the 
books, with regard to the nature of champérty. In the case to 
which we refer, it may be remembered that the Court held a 
purchase pendente lite of the subject matter of the suit by the 
attorney coricerned therein, to be against the policy of the law, 
and’ consequently void, though, if made bon’ fide, not the 
offence provided against by the statute of Ed: 1. In the case 
tinder discussion it appeared that the attorney, after his 
tient had “Obtained a verdict in the suit (which was to 
fecover possession of «certain close) took from his 
Client, before execution issued on the judgment, a bill of 
sale of the crops on the Close recovered, in ordér to secure 
the repayment of moneys advanced by the attorney to his 
client for the purposes of the trial. Such a transaction as this 
thé Court of Queen’s Bench unanimously held to be perfectly 
legitimate—holding ‘upon the authority of Wood v. Downes 
(18 Ves. Jun. 120), and other cases in Chancery, as well as on 
théir own judgment, as to what was legal and beneficial, that 
there is a broad distinction between the purchase by an attorney 
of the subject-matter of ‘a snit from his client while the suit is 
proceeding, and his taking such subject-matter as a security for 
advances made to such client. As Mr. Justice Erle forcibly 
remarked, “ It would be to the last degree oppressive if a man 
wie acs raising monéy on that to which he presumes 

mself to have a right.” 


AwarD, Errect OF 1TS BEING DRAWN UP BY THE ATTORNEY 
OF ONE OF THE PARTIES TO THE REFERENCE. 
Re Burdon § Burdon § Renoldson, 6 W. R., C. P., 656. 

Tn this case an application was made to set aside an award, 
upon several grounds, and amongst others, that the arbitrators 
tedke dh it had been referred to allot « certain piece of ground 

ong three persons) had employed the attorneys of a party to 
teference other than the applicant to draw up the award 
from their minutes. It is to be collected from the toiccsiat of 
the Court with regard to this point, that such a practice is not 
OPitself, and, unless any real wrong or injury be shown to have 
proceeded therefrom (as, for example, that the award did not 
conform to the minutes), a ground for setting aside the award; 
but that it is, “in ordinary cases, to be reprehended, as giving 
Opportunity for abuse.” 





————_>——— - 
Correspondence. 
EDINBURGH.—(From our own Correspondent.) 

Since I last wrote you, the sheriffship of Perthshire, vacant 
Mr. Mure’s promotion to the office of Solicitor-General, has 
‘conferred upon Mr. E. S. Gordon, with the approbation of 

A whole profession, éxcept a few gruinblers, who think every- 
hing wrong. Some of the daily journals complain that the 
bi of some small sheriffship, which on & vacancy would merge 
one of the neighbouring sheritfships, under a recent Act, 
has not been appointed, with the view of saving some part of 
hé annual national charge. It is a general belief that these 
liggestions come from friends of’ parties who would willingly 
cept promotion of this kind; but, whether this be so or not, 
i ie neral feeling that the Lord Advocate would have 


ixercised rights with little discretion if he had entrusted 
he sheriffship of the important county of Perth to any other 
than & first classman, which Mr. Gordon is; and this is a sen- 
iment in which the inhabitants of the county cordially concur. 
it. Gordon's appointment has rendered one of the Advocate 
Deputes worth £500 a year, vacant. Many parties are 
in Of for the appoiitment. Mr. Montgomery, at present 
an inferior ‘office, will pronenty get it, and some of the 

med will succeed to him. 
depute clerkship in the Court of Session has also become 















vacant, since it rose on the 20th inst., by the sudden death of 
Mr. Beveridge. Mr. Beveridge was a very old man, it is said 
nearly ninety years of age, and yet he performed /his duties 
punctually and well to the day of his death. He was at his 
post writing out interlocutors on the day the Court rose. The 
office is worth £400 a year. It is very difficult to say who will 
succeed Mr. Beveridge. Mr. Finlay, the Keeper of the Rolls 
of the Second Division of the Court during the presidency of 
the late Lord Justice Clerk, upon Whose death, according to 
custom, he vacated, is most generally spoken of. He is ex- 
tremely popular and well qualified for the office, his appoint- 
ment to which would, no doubt, be as acceptable to him, seeing 
that his retiring allowance is only £150, as it would be to the 
public. 

It is said that at least one, if not two, of the present judges 
will not resume their seats next session; if so, the Lord Advo- 
cate (Baillie) will go to the Bench, and Mr. Mure, the present 
Solicitor-General, will succeed him. The second seat on the 
Bench, if it be put at the disposal of Government, will proba- 
bly be offered to some of the seniors at the bar, who have been 
pushed aside in the political race. 

The only other event which has occurred that is‘worthy of 
notice since I last wrote is, that the present Lord Justice Clerk 
(Inglis), of whom, as I have often mentioned, the legal profes- 
sion here is very proud, accepted an invitation from the body of 
writers to the signet to dine with them. The dinner took place 
on Thursday last; and without going into the question of the 
prudence of accepting such invitations, or attempting to give 
any report of the proceedings—which, as they were strictly 
private, could only fe given at second-hand and from memory 
—we may just mention that his Lordship expressed himself in 
such eloquent and feeling terms as proved, at least to those who 
entertained him, that he accepted the compliment paid him in 
the spirit in which it is said to have been offered—not more 
as a testimony of their sense of the invariable kindness and 
urbanity with which he has ever treated everyone who has 
come in contact with him in business, than of their admira- 
tion of his splendid talents. The only stranger in the room 
was the Dean of the Faculty of Advocates, who is said to 
have delighted the company with one of those eloquent and 
charming speeches which have already stamped him as an 
orator of the first class. One can only regret that he has 
not an equal reputation as a lawyer, although he is cer- 
tainly rising greatly in public estimation. 





THE JUDGES’ CHAMBERS. 
To the Editor of Tue Soricrrors’ JovRNAL & REPORTER. 

Srr,—I had occasion, on Tuesday last, to attend a summons 
before the vacation judge at common law, Mr. Justice Erle, at 
his chambers in Rolls-garden, Chancery-lane. 

The summons was returnable at 11 o’clock, am. I went 
tothe Queen’s Bench Chambers a few minutes after that hour, 
and was surprised to find the outer office crammed to repletion 
with attorneys and attorneys’ clerks, the pavement in front of 
the chambers being crowded with those who could find no reom 
inside. All these persons were waiting to attend the judge; 
and upon inquiry I found there were several adjourned sum- 
ynonses, and 110 new summonses, all to be heard; and, strange 
as it may seem to persons unacquainted with the practice, the 
whole of these summonses were returnable at the same hour, 
11 o'clock. I happened to have an early number (within the 
first dozen of the new summonses), so that i had only to wait 
until the adjourned summonses were disposed of, and I managed 
to get before the judge shortly after one o'clock. What became 
of the unfortunate individuals whose numbers were behind 
mine I cannot tell; if the average time occupied by eyery sum- 
mons up to when I went in be any criterion, No. 100 must 
have been heard about midnight. 

Surely, Sir, some reformation might advantageously be intro~ 
duced in this system. At present, the vacation judge is over- 
whelmed with a mass of business, of such a varied and com- 
prehensive nature, that I wonder how any head, or any consti- 
tution, can— especially in this hot weather— withstand the 
fatigue it necessarily involves. He is called upon to decide the 
most trivial questions of practice, as well as the most important 
questions of lear and all these matters are brought before him 
in a heap at 11 o'clock, am., without the slightest order or 
classification. Sometimes half a dozen or a dozen summonses 
relate to simple matters, questions of time, perhaps, and are 
quickly and easily disposed of; then comes a heavy ease, requilg 
ing argument and discussion, occupying, perhaps, an hour, or 
two hours. This, like a dray in Cheapside, stops i 





* Vide sup. vol. i. p. 130, 


behind, until it is disposed of. From the irregularity in the 
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time these summonses necessarily occupy, it is impossible for 
the attorney to form any idea when his summons will be heard, 
and his own, or his clerk’s time—more valuable at present 
than at any other period of the year, is wasted, and his patience 
exhausted by these fatiguing attendances, for which, even in 
the most important cases, he is never allowed more than 6s. 8d. 

I understand that in a former vacation one of the masters 
attended chambers, and relieved the judge from minor matters 
and details of an unimportant nature. This system, I am in- 
formed, worked well; and I wonder it is not now adopted. In 
Chancery, the chief clerks dispose of all summonses, except in 
cases of importance, when parties wish to go before the judge; 
and there seems no good reason why the valuable time of a 
common law judge should be spent in listening to disputes on 
questions of time, and similar questions, which can quite as 
easily and satisfactorily be disposed of by an inferior officer. 
The summonses at chambers now average, perhaps, from 120 
to 130 a day, and a large number of these relate to matters of 
this nature, which, if classified or separated from the others, 
might be disposed of in a very short time.—I am, Sir, your 
obedient servant, An Impatient ATTORNEY. 

July 30, 1858. 

ee 


Rebiew. 


The Specific Performance of Contracts, including those of Public 
Companies. By Epwarp Fry, of Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister- 
at-Law. London: Butterworths. 1858. ‘ 

The subject of specific performance has long called for a 
treatise especially devoted to it. There is much information 
respecting it in the works of Lord St. Leonards, and Mr. Dart, 
on “ Vendors and Purchasers;” but they were so far limited by 
the scope of their treatises that a complete discussion of the 
whole doctrine and practice of the Court in cases of specific 
performance would have been out of place. Something, too, 
may be found in general treatises on the jurisdiction and prin- 
ciples of courts of equity, like those of Mr. Fonblanque and 
Mr. Justice Story. But these works, although embracing the 
whole subject, do not profess to enter into details, and to review 
decided cases with the minuteness necessary for the practi- 
tioner’s guidance. . Mr. Fry’s book occupies the place which 
has so long been vacant, and contains an elaborate discussion 
of the jurisdiction of the Court in specific performance, its 
original foundation, and the limits which have been imposed 
upon it; besides a close examination of a very large number of 
decided cases. It is rather unfortunate that the book was, it 
would seem, completed before the Bill of the Solicitor-General, 
which has just become law, had been mooted. Mr. Fry, in his 
preface, notices the existence of this Bill, and speaks of it, with 
justice, as likely to be a <naterial improvement to the juris- 
prudence of the country; but it is curious that a point which 
has become of especial significance, in consequence of the pass- 
ing of this measure, and which, besides, formed one of the most 
essential portions of Mr. Fry's subject, is discussed with a cer- 
tain amount of vagueness which will be rather disappointing to 
practitioners who may be anxious to learn as early as possible 
what is the extent of the change which Sir H. Cairns has intro- 
duced into the Court of Chancery. The question to which we 
refer is this fundamental inquiry —* In what cases has the Court 
of Chancery jurisdiction to entertain an application for an in- 
junction, or for the specific performance of any covenant, con- 
tract, or agreement”—for it is in these cases only that the new 
statute empowers the Court “to award damages to the party 
injured, either in addition to, or in substitution for, such injunc- 
tion or specific performance.” 

The new Act may prove either a revolution or a dead letter, 

ing to the view which may be entertained by the judges 
as to the extent of the past jurisdiction of the Court in cases 
of specific performance. Of course Mr. Fry's treatise examines 
this question; it forms, as it could not but do, the subject of 
his opening chapter, and it crops out continually in almost 
every page of the book, when the nature of the interference of 
the Court in particular classes of cases is under review. In- 
deed, it would not be an incorrect description of the object of 

Mr. Fry’s labours to say that it was to answer, both generally 

and with reference to all kinds of particular contracts, the two 

questions, “What is the jurisdiction of the Court?” and 

“ Under what circumstances will that jurisdiction be acted on?” 


Mr. Fry, therefore, is the commentator who should by anticipa- 
tion lrave interpreted the new statute, but it so happens that a 
defect which pervades the whole work, renders it utterly use- 
less for this particular purpose. The author never distinguishes, 





in a satisfactory manner, the cases where the Court has no 
jurisdiction from those where it considers it unadvisable to en. 
force it. He may be of opinion that it is proper to say of 
any contract which the Court is not in the habit of speci. 
fically performing, that it is a case beyond the jurisdic. 
tion as at present understood ; and there are some passages 
in the text which seem to suggest that this is the author's 
view. But he nowhere expressly lays it down, and if he did we 
think he would be wrong. But it would not be fair to attribute 
either this opinion or its opposite to Mr. Fry, for it seems im- 
possible to say that he entertains any distinct opinion at all 
upon the subject. Thus, at page 16, he says, that “ when the 
contract is from its nature such that the Court cannot enfores 
its performance, it is necessarily no subject of’ its jurisdiction in 
that respect”; and he instances the case of agreements for the 
sale of a goodwill unconnected with business premises. Again, at 
page 18, he says that th» Court will not enforce a contract which 
is in its nature revocable, as, for example, a contract for a part- 
nership of which the duration is not specified. The different 
form of expression used in these two cases, may be intended to 
intimate that, in the former class the Court can’t interfere for 
want of jurisdiction, and that in the latter it won't interfere 
because it would not be expediert to do so. But we are not 
much disposed to think that any such distinction was in the 
author’s mind, partly because. he seems generally to mix up the 
two classes of cases, and partly because cases where specific 
performance is refused on account of the difficulty or impossi 

bility of enforcing the decree if made, belong casphetieelie te 
the category of discretional refusals, and not to that of refusals 
for want of jurisdiction. It is not only in specific performance 
that the Court refuses to interfere when it cannot see its way 
to practically enforcing any decree it may make, but when it 
declines on this ground to interfere it is not in the habit of 
alleging want of jurisdiction as the reason. To take a recent 
example of the distinction on which we are insisting, we may 
refer to the case of Hope v. Hope (2 W. R. 443). That wasa 
bill praying an order for the delivery up to the father (an 
Englishman) of his children, who were then living with their 
mother in France. Two points were raised for the defence: 
one, that the Court had no jurisdiction to make an order as to 
the custody of English children living abroad; the other, that 
if it made the order it could not enforce it. These two points 
were regarded as quite distinct both in the argument and in the 
judgment of the Master of the Rolls, who said that he had no 
doubt that the Court had jurisdiction, but at the same time sus- 
pended his order, because in the then state of the evidence he did 
not know whether he should be able to enforce any order which he 
might make. Precisely the same distinction was adopted on 
appeal by the Lord Chancellor. He also laid it down that he 
had jurisdiction, and then entertaingd the question whether, 
having jurisdiction, it would be proper to exercise it, having 
regard to the obvious maxim that the Court ought not to make 
a decree which it was impossible to execute. 

We do not at all suppose that Mr. Fry, in the passage we 
have noticed, meant to assert that cases where decrees were 
refused on the ground of the impossibility of executing them, 
were of necessity cases where there was no jurisdiction; but 
we ascribe his language entirely to the fact that he has, through- 
out his work, entirely lost sight of the distinction in question, 
and has employed terms appropriate to the absence of juris- 
diction, or to the inexpediency of enforcing it, without much 
regard to their precise force, and almost as if they were synony- 
mous and interchangeable. It is quite true that this obscurity 
of language is constantly to be met with in the judgments of 
eminent chancellors, and that it is, in consequence, very di 
cult to lay down with confidence the limits of the jurisdiction 
in specific performance, as distinguished from the limits of its 
actual exercise. But if it was not easy to solve the question, it 
ought at least to have been entertained in a work which pro- 
fesses to investigate the theory of the Court, as well as to col- 
lect the cases which show how far it is carried into practice. 
Some confusion on this head is of little practical importance in 
a judgment, for it is much the same to a suitor whether his 
prayer for relief is refused because the Court thinks it has no 
power to grant it, or because it considers that it would not be 
proper todo so, But these are just the questions which text 
writers, who aim at producing anything more than an index of 
cases, ought especially to discuss, if aply for their theoretical 
interest; and it now turns out that the inquiry is of the highest 
possible practical importance,asa meansof interpreting a statute, 
which iseither a very insignificant matter or an enormous boon to 
suitorsin Chancery. It would occupy far greater space than we 
haveat our disposal to enter into the inquiry which of the were 
sible constructions of the Act is the more correct. A few i 
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rations, however, may be useful to show the importance which 


the point on which Mr. Fry speaks with so uncertain a voice 
has now assumed. The Court of Chancery, except in very rare 
cases, which we need not now consider, does not enforce the 
specific performance of contracts for the purchase of chattels. 


Is this or is it not for want of jurisdiction? If the jurisdiction 


exists, though it is never or scarcely ever exercised, Sir H. Cairns’ 
Act has given a power to award damages, in substitution for 

ific performance, in every such case, and will enable the 
Court of Chancery to entertain a suit praying specific perform- 
ance and damages in the alternative for the price of goods sold 
and delivered, and, indeed, on almost every contract which could 
be made the subject of an action at law, This would be avery 
startling result. Now suppose, on the other hand, that for 
the purpose, at any rate, of construing the statute, the Court is 
to be treated as having had no jurisdiction in specific perform- 
ence in any of those cases where it has been in the habit of re- 
fusing to interfere. What will be the consequence of this 
interpretation? Clearly this, that there is now no juris- 
diction to award damages in substitution for specific per- 
formance, except in those cases where, previously to the 
statute, a decree for specific performance might have been ob- 
tained. Now, what are those cases? Why (with none but in- 
significant exceptions), only those where damages would be an 
inadequate remedy. This, indeed, is laid down by Mr. Fry 
very properly as the foundation of the main part of this head 
of equity, the only other cases being those rare ones where 
the remedy at law, instead of being merely inadequate, is alto- 
gether wanting. But what a strange result is this! It comes 
to this, that the Legislature has passed an Act to empower 
courts of equity to give damages instead of specific perform- 
ance, in those cases only where specific performance has hitherto 
been decreed expressly on account of the inadequacy of damages 
to supply redress. To establish the jurisdiction, to substitute 
damages for the old-fashioned relief, it will be necessary in each 
case to prove that damages are a less appropriate remedy than 
adecree for specific performance. It is true that the rest 
of the Act would still be operative and useful, inasmuch as 
cases often arise where a court of equity is impeded for want of 
jurisdiction to couple a decree for damages with one for spe- 
cific performance; but still there seems no escape from the 
dilemma, that the words which authorise an award of damages 
in substitution for specific performance must either be utterly 
nugatory, or else must bring the commonest action for damages 
within the scope and jurisdiction of the Court of Chancery. 
In the course of time we shall know which of these construc- 
tions will be adopted by the courts; but, in the meanwhile, we 
must regret that Sir H. Cairns has worded his Act in so ambiguous 
a manner, and that Mr. Fry’s treatise affords us no assistance 
in elucidating the difficulty. We have dwelt on this point, which 
promises to become of great importance, at so much length, 
that we cannot say much about the execution of Mr. Fry’s 
book in other respects. We should be sorry to have it supposed 
that our criticisms are intended as a general condemnation, for, 
notwithstariding the fault we have noticed, we believe that the 
treatise will be found extremely useful as a collection and classi- 
fication of the decisions by which this branch of equity practice 
is governed. There is abundant evidence of industry in its 
pages, and if it leaves undetermined a question which has only 
now become of practical moment, this will not prevent it from 
being a useful guide to the solicitor who wishes to know whether 
his case is, or is not, one in which, according to the practice of 
the Court, a decree for specific performance may reasonably be 

or. 
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Professional Tntelligence. 


LAW LECTURES.—Micuaretmas Term, 1858. 
Prospectus of the Lectures to be delivered during the ensuing 
Educational Term, by the several Readers appointed by the Inns 
of Court. 
ConstirutionaL Law anp Lecav History. 
The Public Lectures on Constitutional Law and Legal 
will comprise the following subjects :— 


The Reader will trace the History of our Constitutional Law and of our 
» from the Reign of James the First to that of George the 


Tn his Private Classes the Reader will take up the History of 
our Constitution from the Accession of William the Third, and 
follow it to the Reign of George the Second, He will then 
‘trace its origin from the Norman Conquest. 

‘Rooxs,—Blackstone’s Commentaries, by Kerr, vols. i, and iv.; Parlia- 








pape fe gtd of the Period ; Hallam’s Constitutional History—Chapter 
on the lle Ages ; Appendices in Hume’s History ; Statute Book (of the 
Period); Clarendon’s History and Life ; May’s History; Burnet’s Memoirs ; 
Hayes’s History of Conveyancing (small 8vo); Lord St. Leonards’ Preface 
to Gilbert on Uses; Fortescue (Amos); Rapin’s History of the Period, and 
Tindal’s Continuation; Ralph’s History ; Millar’s History of the Constitu- 
tion; State Trials (during the Period) ; Professor Creasy’s Work on Magna 
Charta; Butler’s Notes on Uses and Trusts, in his edition of Coke Littleton. 
Equity. 


The Reader on Equity proposes to deliver, during the ensuing 
Educational Term, a Course of Six Lectures :— 

1. On the Sources of English Law. The Origin of the Feudal System, 
and the Judicial Procedure to which it gave rise in Normandy and England. 

2. On the Office of Chancellor: its Connection with the Common Law 
Courts. The Rise and Principles of the Equitable Jurisdiction. The Cus- 
tody of the Great Seal. 

3. On the Present Constitution of the Court of Chancery. The Principles 
of Equity Pleading. The Recent Alterations in the Procedure of the Court. 

4. On the Jurisdiction in Lunacy. 

The Reader on Equity proposes to form two Private Classes 
—a Senior and Junior, according to the amount of preliminary 
knowledge possessed by the Students, using in the Junior, 
“ Smith’s Manual of Equity Jurisprudence” as a text-book; and 
in the Senior, examining the principal branches of Equitable 
Jurisdiction, with a frequent reference to cases; and also com- 
mencing the perusal of Lord Redesdale’s Treatise on Equity 
Pleadings. 

Law or REAL PROPERTY. 

The Reader on the Law of Real Property proposes to deliver, 
in the ensuing Educational Term, a Course of Six Public Lec- 
tures on the following subjects :— 

Tue Doctrine or Norice, AS BETWEEN VENDOR AND PURCHASER. 


In his Private Classes the Reader on the Law of Real Property will refer 
more particularly to the cases cited in the Public Lectures. He will also 
endeavour to go through a Course of Real Property Law, using the work of 
Mr. Joshua Williams as a text-book. 

JURISPRUDENCE AND THE CiviL Law. 

The Reader on Jurisprudence’and the Civil- Law proposes, in 
the ensuing Educational Term, to deliver Six Public Lectures 
on the following subjects :— 

1, The Roman and Feudal Conceptions of Property, and the consequences 
of the difference between them. 

2. The Roman Law of Contracts and Delicts. 

3. The Roman Law of Civil Process. 

With his Senior Private Class the Reader will 
through a Course of Roman Law, beginning with the Law of 
Persons. He will use as his text-book the Systema Juris 
Romani Hodie Usitati of Mackeldey, and will commence at the 
section intitled Jus Familiare. The Reader will also endea- 
vour to form a Junior Class for the purpose of going through 
one of the Roman Institutional Treatises. The Private Classes 
meet at the Lecture Room in Garden-court. 


Common Law. 

The Reader on Common Law proposes to deliver, during 
next Michaelmas Educational Term, a Course of Six Public 
Lectures, as under :— 

Lectures I. & II. will be designed as Introductory to, and will exhibit the 
leading Principles which govern, the Law of Contracts. 

Lectures III. & IV. will be Introductory to, and will exhibit the leading 
Principles which govern, the Law of Torts. 

— V. & VI. will, in like manner, be Introductory to Criminal 
iw. 

In these Public Lectures, attention will specially be directed 
to the Leading Cases which illustrate the Three Departments of 
Common Law above indicated. 

With his Private Class the Reader will traverse the ground 
marked out in his Public Lectures, explaining minutely: the 
General Principles therein stated, and examining the Cases 
which have been cited in support or illustration of them. The 
Reader will principally use, with his Private Class, Smith's 
Selection of Leading Cases (Fourth Edition); Warren's Abridg- 
ment of Blackstone's C taries; and Broom’s Legal Maxims 
(Third Edition). 

ORDER OF COURT.—Juxy 12, 1858. 


The Right Hon. Frederic Lord Chelmsford, Lord High Chan- 
cellor of Great Britain, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Right Hon. Sir John Romilly, Master of the Rolls, the 
Right Hon. Sir James Lewis Knight Bruce, and the Right 
Hon. Sir George James Turner, the Lords Justices of the Court 
of Appeal in Chancery, the Hon. the Vice-Chancellor Sir 
Richard Torin Kindersley, the Hon, the Vice-Chancellor Sir 
John Stuart, and the Hon, the Vice-Chancellor Sir William 
Page Wood, doth heroby order and direct as follows: — 

When any decree or decretal order has been made upon 
motion, no re-hearing or appeal shall be allowed, either before 
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the same judge, or before the Lord Chancellor, or the Court of 
Appeal in Chancery, upon motion; but in every such case there 

hall be a petition of re-hearing or appeal in the same manner 
and form, ahd with the same certificate of counsel, and with the 
same subscription by the petitioner, or his solicitor, with respect 
to costs, and with the same deposit. as are required for a re- 
hearing when a decree has been made upon the hearing of a 
cause regularly set down for hearing. 

i —— J 


Parliamentary Proceedings. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, July 23. 
Law or Fatse PreTences AMENDMENT BILL. 
The Royal assent was given by commission to this Bill. 
CopyHoLp Acts AMENDMENT BILL. 
This Bill was reported, with amendments. 
Monday, July 26. 
Wits oF British Sussects ABRoAD Bt. 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Legitimacy DECLARATION BILL. 
The report, with amendments, on this Bill was received. 


Tuesday, July 27. 
THE Bankruptcy Court AT MANCHESTER. 


Lord Stantey of ALDERLEY presented two petitions—one 
from the Chamber of Commerce, and the other from the Law 
Association of Manchester, complaining that Mr. Commissioner 
Jemmett had contracted debts which he was unable to pay, and 
had been in the custody of the sheriff of Lancashire. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR had no power to interfere in the 
matter, for, although the appointment of Commissioners of 
Bankrupts rested with him, he could not remove them for mis- 
conduct. 

County Court Districts Brin. 

The Commons’ amendments were agreed to. 


Leerrmacy DEcLARATION BILL. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


CorrHotp Acts AMENDMENT BILL. 


This Bill was read a third time, and passed with verbal 
amendments. 


Drarts oN Bankers LAw AMENDMENT BILL. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR, in moving the second reading of 
this Bill, said, the necessity for it had arisen from a defect in 
recent legislation. ‘To prevent persons making an improper use 
of cheques it was the practice to cross them with a banker’s 
name, which was supposed to give the security that a cheque so 
crossed would only be paid through a banker. The matter, how- 
ever, having been brouglit before the Courts of law, it was 
decided that the crossing did not amount to a direction to the 
banker only to pay through another banker, but merely to 
excite his vigilance. Under those circumstance, what was sup- 
posed to be a security turned out to be none; and in 1856 an 
Act was passed, which enacted that where any draft or cheque 
on a banker had an addition of the words “and company,” 
either in full or abbreviated, it should be considered as a direc- 
tion to the banker only to pay through a banker. The Act was 
brought to the test at the latter end of last year. A person 
sent a crossed cheque through the post. The cheque was 
abstracted from the letter. ‘The words crossed were obliterated; 
it was presented to the bankers having all the appearance of an 

cheque, and the money was paid. An action was 
brought by the customer against the bankers, and the Court of 
Common Pleas first, and the Court of Exchequer Chamber 
afterwards, decided that the words of the Act of 1856, that the 
crossing should be a direction to the banker only to pay through 
@ banker, were applicable not to the time of drawing, but to 
the time of presentment, and that the crossing was no mate- 
rial part of the cheque. Again, what was supposed to 
be a complete protection to the customer was found to be 
no security, and the intentions of the Legislature were frus- 
trated. it therefore became necessary to introduce this mea- 
sure, by which it was proposed to enact that the crossing of the 
cheque should be a material and essential part of the cheqne, that 
it should amount to a direction, not from the time of present- 
ment, but from the time of crossing, to pay through a banker, 





and that ant erastire of the crossing should amount to « forgery. 


He believed there was no doubt as to the propriety of the mea. 


sure, except as to the 4th clause, which provided that 
paying a cheque which did not plainly appear to be crossed or 
have been obliterated, should not incur liability. Heunderstood 
there was some objection to giving bankers that protection, 
had considered the point, and he could not help thinking that 
the clause was a very reasonable and a very proper one. It 
should always beborne in mind that a cheque got ‘into dishonest 
hands through the negligence or fault of the person who drew 
it. It was either lost through negligence, or entrusted to 4 
person unworthy of confidence, or stolen. In the majority’ of 
cases the banker could not protect himself, but the customer 
could, and therefore it would be most unfair if, when giving pro- 
tection to crossed cheques, they withdrew the protection which 
bankers now possessed, in the event of a crossed cheque being 
presented to all appearance an uncrossed cheque, and in such a 
state as would defy any amount of vigilance to detect the fraud, 

Lord Overstone had heard with satisfaction the declaration 
of the Lord Chancellor, and had no intention to offer any oppo- 
sition to the passing of the Bill. 

The Bill was read a second time. 


Wednesday, July 28. 
DraFts ON Bankers Law AMENDMENT BILL 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Thursday, July 29. 
Divorce Acr AMENDMENT B11, 


The Commons’ amendments to this Bill were considered, 

Lord REDESDALE proposed that clause 5, enabling persons 
abroad to institute proceedings, which had been struck out: by 
the Commons, should be restored. He had no wish to endanger 
the Bill; but he thought the Commons should reconsider their 
decision. 

After a few words from Lord Cranworth, the clause was 
restored. 

Propate Act AMENDMENT BiL1. 


The Commons’ amendments in this Bill were agreed to. 


Drarts ON Bankers Law AMENDMENT BILL. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, July 23. 

Mr. TuRNER presented two petitions from Manchester, con- 
taining allegations against the conduct of Mr. Jemmett, Com- 
missioner of the Manchester Bankruptcy Court. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL said, that he had received a com 
munication from Mr. Jemmett, stating that he was anxious 
to have, in the present session if possible, the most searching 
investigation into his conduct. 

The petition was laid on the table, and Mr. Turner gaye 
notice that he should move that it be printed. 

PropateE Act AMENDMENT BILL. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL moved the second reading of this 
Bill. 

Exceptions were taken to parts of the Bill and the existing 
Act by Lord Hornam, Mr. Warren, and Mr. HADFIELD; and 
the motion for the second reading was agreed to. 


LEASES AND Sages or SeTtLeD Estates Act AMENDMENT 
B11, 
On the order of the day for going into committee on this 
Bill, 
Mr. Ayrton said, the House had been assured by the At 
torney-General that there was no intention of introducing into 
this Bill any clause which would sanction the enclosure of 
Hampstead Heath; but Mr. Roelt had given notice of an amend- 
ment, which, if adopted, might deprive the public of that Heath. 
He hoped that such a proposal would not receive the support of 
the Attorney-General or of the Government. 
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL said, this was not a Govert 
Bill, but at the request of Lord Cranworth he had taken ¢ 
of it. He was not, however, responsible for any clanse 
which notice might have been given by any member. Neither 
he nor the Government had anything to do with such clause. 
Mr. Rort said, that, as there seemed to be a general feel 
that it would be a breach of faith to press on this occasion 
amendment of which he had given notice, he would 
draw it. 
The House then went into committee. 3 
Mr. Rovr said, he should not now take the sense of 
committee on the question of the 21st clause, but he 
bring it before the House on the first opportunity next sessiin 
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* Mr. Corurns thought, that exceptional legislation of this 
{ind was injurious to the character of the House. < 

Mr. Hucessen denied that the clause was aimed at a parti- 
cular individual. 

Mr. Marys said, that the framers of the Act had not the 

to say expressly that the clause applied to Sir T. M. 
Wilson ; but there could not be the slightest doubt that the 21st 
clause was aimed at him. Such a clause, excluding a particular 
individual from the benefit of a general measure, not by name, 
but by a sort of sidewind, was most unjust. 

Mr. HuGEssEn quoted Lord Derby, to show that when Par- 
liament had once decided a question of this kind the Court of 
Chancery ought not to be allowed to upset that decision. 

Mr. Cox said, he should be quite prepared at the proper time 
toshow that there was good ground for retaining this clause. 

The Bill then passed through committee. 


Drarts on Bankers Law AMENDMENT BILL. 
On the order of the day for the consideration of this Bill as 
ed, 


Mr. Mains drew the atteption of the House to a suggestion 
which had been made by a gentleman named Chorley, a solici- 
tor, who proposed that at the end of the cheque next the counter- 
foil there should be printed the words. “ uncrossed cheque,” and 
that it should be enacted that no cheque without these words 
should be paid, except through a banker. Any person, whether 
drawer or holder, desiring it to be treated as a crossed cheque 
would simply have to tear off those words. That suggestion 
had been most favourably received by many bankers, and 
ag likely to meet all the difficulties attaching to this 
subject. 

The amendments were agreed to. 


Divorce Act AMENDMENT BILL. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL moved the second reading of this 
Bill. As the 5th clause, extending the jurisdiction of the Court 
to persons resident and domiciled anywhere abroad in the colo- 
nies, was likely to give rise to considerable difference of opinion, 
it was not his intention to press the adoption of that clause. 

The Bill was read a second time. 


Saturday, July 24. 
Propate Act AMENDMENT Bit. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL moved that the House resolve it- 
self into a committee on this Bill. 

Lord HotHam moved, as an amendment, that the House 
resolve itself into committee upon the Bill on Monday next, 

Mr WaRREN seconded the amendment. He had an im- 
portant amendment to move, with the view of opening the 
practice in non-contentious cases to barristers, and throwing 
open the Court of Admiralty to the bar generally, and to at- 
torneys and solicitors. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL urged that this and the Divorce 
Act Amendment Bill were necessary to remedy omissions and 
defects in the Acts passed last session, which rendered it incon- 
venient, if not impossible, satisfactorily to administer justice in 
the Probate and Divorce Courts Both Bills had been fully 
considered by the House of -Lords—had been since the 24th 
of June before the House of Commons—but from pressure of 
public business he had not been able to bring them on earlier. 
Notice had been given of several amendments—but as Parlia- 
ment would rise next week, they could not be properly discussed, 
and he hoped they would not be persisted in. With regard to 
the 24th clause, by the Bill of last session registrars were ap- 
pointed in all the country districts to conduct the business of 
granting probates and letters of administration in non-con- 
tentions cases; but no provision was made as to the power of 

registrar to act without the intervention of a solicitor. 
It was thought, while the registrars and other public officers 
Were prohibited from acting as solicitors, it was proper that 
Persons should be appointed, under rules laid down by the 
of the court, to conduct the business in non-contentious 
cases, receiving fixed fees for their services, to relieve the suitors 
the necessity of employing solicitors and incurring ex- 
penses. Overwhelmed with objections to that clause, and see- 
ing no chance of carrying it within the brief time that remained, 
he would withdraw it, ‘The proposal for throwing open the 
Court of Admiralty to the profession generally, not having had 
Mn Opportunity of consulting the judge or the oflicers of the 
court, he must resist. ‘The same reply he must give to the 
of Mr, Warren, in regard to the non-contentious busi- 
hess; but he promised to consider the matter during the recess. 
He to withdraw the money clauses relating to the 
upetannuation allowances in both Bills. He would also with- 
Stew the Sth clause in the Divorce Bill. . 





Mr. HADFIFLD supported the amendment. 

Mr. Ayrton hoped they would be allowed to go into com- 
mittee. 

Mr. WARREN would agree to allow the question as to the 
opening of the Admiralty Courts to stand over, provided the 
Attorney-General would consent to the non-contentious clause. 

Mr. WaLPote hoped, as the objectionable clauses were with- 
drawn, that the Bill would be allowed to proceed. 

The House divided— 

For the motion 
For the amendment .........000:seseseceeeceteees 17 


The House then went into committee, and passed tue first 
four clauses. 

On clause 5, 

Mr. HapFIELD moved a proviso to prevent registrars holding 
any other office or following any other occupation. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL stated that no officer to be ap- 
pointed under the Act would have any other office. He would 
not object to the proviso if limited to future appointments. 

The amendment was negatived. 

Clauses 6 & 7 were agreed to. 

On the consideration of clause 8, 

Mr. AYRTON suggested that persons who had been managing 
clerks to.proctors for seven years before the passing of the 
Probate Act should be allowed to practise in this court. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL promised to consider this sug- 
gestion before the Bill was reported. 

Clauses to 23 inclusive were agreed to. 

On clause 24, 

Mr. Ayrton, in reference to the amendment of which he hid 
given notice, explained that his object was to prevent the 
officers appointed under the Act from entering into competition 
with solicitors and attorneys for the practice of these courts. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL had stated that he would with- 
draw the clause in question. He concurred in the object of 
Mr. Ayrton, and would co-operate with him in carrying it into 
effect. 

The clause was then struck out. 


Mr. WarREN moved a clause enabling all serjeants and bar- 
risters-at-law to practise in the Court of Probate. This would 
place them on the same footing in regard to non-contentious 
as to contentious business. He did not intend to press the 
clause in reference to the Court of Admiralty. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL opposed the amendment. The 
question was fully discussed when the Probate Bill of last year 
was under consideration, and Parliament had decided that 
while solicitors might practise in both these courts, it was not 
advisable to allow barristers to practise in non-contentious 
cases. 

After some conversation the Attorney-General conseated to 
the clause, and it was added to the Bill. : 

Some other clauses were brought up and agreed to, ana the 
House resumed. 

Divorce Act AMENDMENT BIL. 

This Bill passed through committee, the following new 
clauses being added: 

“ All persons and corporations who shall, in reliance on ny 
such order or decree as aforesaid, make any payment to, or 
permit any transfer or act to be made or done by, the wi‘ who 
has obtained the same, shall, notwithstanding such order or 
decree may then have been discharged, reversed, or varied, or 
the separation of the wife from her husband may have eeased, 
or at some time since the making of the order or decree been 
discontinued, be protected and indemnified in the same way in 
all respects as if, at the time of such payment, transfer, or other 
act, such order or decree were valid, and still subsisting without 
variation in full force and effect, and the separation of the wife 
from her husband had not ceased or been discontinued.” 

“ Tn all cases now pending, or hereafter to be commenced, in 
which, on the petition of a husband for a divorce, the alleged 
adulterer is made a co-respondent, or in which, on the petition of 
a wife, the person with whom the husband is alleged to have 
committed adultery is made a respondent, it shall be lawful for 
the Court, after the close of the evidence on the part of the 
petitioner, to direct such co-respondent or respondent to be dis- 
missed from the suit, if it shall think there is not sufficient 
evidence against him or her.” And a clause, to provide that evi- 
dence on which judgment of divorce obtained in 2 competent 
Ecclesiastical Court prior to the Act 20 & 2) Vict. c. 85, may 
be used in support of petition between same parties in the Court 
for Divorce and Matrimonial Causes. 
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Drarts on Bankers Law AMENDMENT Bix. 


On the motion for the third reading of this Bill, 
Mr. D. Nicoxt regretted the introduction of the 4th 
clause, and believed that it would render the measure useless, 
except for the lawyers, for whom it would produce plentiful 
litigation. If it were to stand part of the Bill no security could 
be obtained for crossed cheques; rather than allow the Bill to 
pass with this clause, he would move that it be read a third 
time that day three months. 

Mr. ConrncHaM seconded the amendment. 

The ArrorNEY-GENERAL had been compelled, against his 
own judgment, to insert the clause. He hoped that Mr. Nicoll 
would withdraw his amendmentand allow the Bill to pass, as it 
was one which, in his opinion, would be useful to the commercial 
interests of the country. 

Mr. J. Locke suggested that the amendment should be with- 
drawn, on the understanding that steps should be taken for 
having the clause expunged in its progress through the other 
House. 

The AtTorRNEY-GENERAL said, he would do all in his 
power to obtain the withdrawal of the clause. 

The motion was withdrawn, and the Bill was read a third 
time, and passed. 

Monday, July 26. 


LEASES AND SALES OF SETTLED Estates Act AMENDMENT 
BIL. 


This Bill was read a second time. 


Law oF PRoPERTY AMENDMENT BIL. 

On the order of the day for considering this Bill as amended, 

Mr. Ror said, the measure had not received from the House 
the consideration that ought to be given to a Bill which affected 
so many interests, and he would therefore move that it be re- 
committed. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL, being convinced that it would 
not be fair to the House or advantageous to the public to pass a 
measure of such importance at a period when it would be im- 
possible fully to discuss its provisions, felt reluctantly compelled 
to withdraw it. 

Theorder for the secoud reading of the Bill was then dis- 
charged, 

Propate Act AMENDMENT BILL. 

This Bill was read a third time, and passed. 


Divorce Act AMENDMENT BI.i. 
Tkis Bill was read a third time, and passed. 


Thursday, July 29. 
Legitimacy DECLARATION BILL. 
Tite Lords’ amendments to this Bill were considered and 
agresd to. 
CorpYHoLp Acts AMENDMENT BiL1. 
The Lords’ amendments to this Bill were considered and 
agreed to. 
TRUSTEES aND MortGaGcers Bit. 
On the motion of Mr. Maxtys, the order of the day for the 
secena reading of this Bill was read and discharged. 


—-—-—~ --- — 


Pending Measures of Law Reform. 


DEAFTS ON BANKERS LAW AMENDMENT BILL 


As amended in Committee and on Recommitment. 


1. Whenever a cheque or draft on any banker, payable to 
bearer, or to order, on demand shall be issned, crossed with the 
name of a banker, or with two transverse lines with the words 
“and Company” or any abbreviation thereof, such crossing 
shall be deemed a material part of the cheque or draft, and, ex- 
cept as hereafter mentioned, shall not be obliterated or added 
to or altered by any person whomsoever after the issuing there- 
of; and the banker upon whom such cheque or draft shall be 
drawn shall not pay such cheque or draft to any other than the 
banker with whose name stich cheque or draft shall be so 
crossed, or, if the same be crossed as aforesaid without a banker's 
name, to any other than « banker. 

2. Whenever any such cheque or draft shall have been issued 
uncrossed, or shall be crossed with the words “ and company” 
or any abbreviation thereof, and without the name of any 
banker, any lawful holder of such cheque or draft, while the 
same remains oo unecrossed, or crosied with the words “ and 








company” or any abbreviation thereof, without the name of 
any banker, may cross the same with the name of a banker; 
and whenever any such cheque or draft shall be uncrossed, any 
such lawful holder may cross the same with the words “ and 
company” or any abbreviation thereof, with or without the 
name of a banker; and any such crossing as in this section 
mentioned shall be deerzned a material part of the cheque or 
draft, and shall not be obliterated or added to or altered by any 
person whomsoever after the making thereof; and the banker 
upon whom such cheque or draft shall be drawn shall not pay 
such cheque or draft to any other than the banker with whose 
name such cheque or draft shall be so crossed as last aforesaid, 

3. Clause A.—If any person shall obliterate, add to, or alter 
any such crossing with intent to defraud, or offer, utter, dispose 
of, or put off with intent to defraud, any cheque or draft on a 
banker, whereon such fraudulent obliteration, addition, or alter- 
ation has been made, knowing it to have been so made, such 
person shall be guilty of felony, and, being convicted thereof, 
shall be liable, at the discretion of the Court, to be transported 
beyond the seas for life, or to such other punishment as is 
enacted and provided for those: guilty of forgery of bills of 
exchange in the statute in that case made and provided. 

4. Clause B.—Provided always, that any banker paying a 
cheque or draft which does not at the time when it is presented 
for payment plainly appear to be or to have been crossed as 
aforesaid, or to have been obliterated, added to, or altered as 
aforesaid, shall not be in any way responsible or incur any lia- 
bility, nor shall such payment be questioned by reason of such 
cheque having been so crossed as aforesaid, or having been so 
obliterated, added to, or altered as aforesaid, and of his having 
paid the same to a person other than a banker, or other than 
the banker with whose name such cheque or draft shall have 
been so crossed, unless such banker shall have acted mala fide, 
or been guilty of negligence in so paying such cheque. 

5. In the construction of this Act the word “ banker” shall 
include any person or persons, or corporation, or joint-stock 
company, acting as a banker or bankers. 





LAW OF FALSE PRETENCES AMENDMENT BILL. 
If any person shall by any false pretence obtain the signa- 
ture of any other person to any bill of exchange, promissory 
note, or any valuable security, with intent to cheat or defraud, 
every such offender shall be guilty of a misdemeanour, and 
being convicted thereof shall be liable, at the discretion of the 
Court, to be sentenced to penal servitude for the term of four 
years, or to suffer such other punishment by fine or imprison- 
ment, or by both, as the Court shall award. 


Report of the Lords’ Connitiee on 
Pribate Gill Business. 


SELECTIONS FROM THE EVIDENCE. 


Tuomas Erskine May, Esq., Clerk Assistant of the House 
of Commons. 

With regard to the taxation of accounts and charges of par- 
liamentary agents, the practice of the Commons and of the 
Lords is precisely the same, being regulated by Act of Parlia- 
ment. ‘The first of the recent Acts was passed in 1847, for the 
House of Commons; and the second in 1848, for the House of 
Lords, Under these Acts either the promoters or the opponents 
of any private Bill can have the costs of the parliamentary 
agents aud solicitors effectually taxed. One of the provisions 
of these Acts was, that a new scale of charges should be pre- 
pared and sanctioned by the Speaker in the House of Commons, 
and by the Chairman of Committees in the House of Lords, 
and published; and that that scale should be binding upon all 
the parliamentary agents and solicitors. The same scale wa 
agreed to, both in the Lords and in the Commons, and has 
been binding; and the effect of it was greatly to diminish the 
authoiised charges in Parliament~yery nearly one 
Thatseale did not include the fees of counsel, or the ¢€ 
of parliamentary agents, or the ordinary House fees; it 
cluded parliamentary agents and solicitors, but it did not 
in any way to counsol. There is no mention besides, as % 
as I’ recollect, in the scale of alldWwances to witnesses; bat 
the taxing-officer has ainple authority to allow what & we 
cessary and proper for all witnesses attending the 
No detailed scale, however, was Jaid down for different clase 
of witnesses, ae practically there is a well-nuderstood seas 
it was not thought nécessary to introduce any chan ges, ' 
tiferefore no new scale was published, but the 6ld ééale' 
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-gnderstood by the —— As regards fees to counsel, 
sd professional usage is for a barrister to receive ten guineas a 


and five guineas as a consultation fee; and that usage, not 
ie been disturbed by any authority, has been recognised by 
the taxing officer of both Houses, just as it had been recognised 
about ‘forty years before. That consultation fee is not given 
fn any other court daily, I think; here it is given every day 
that the committee sits; all the counsel retained in the case 
teceive both the consultation fee of five guineas and the day 


fee of ten guineas; no matter whether those counsel are emi- 


ent, or men of inferior qualifications. No counsel can accept 
less than ten guineas a-day, and the junior gets as much as the 
yo such is the usage, and he cannot accept less, honourably 
his profession. A& to special fees for retainers, there is a re- 
taining fee of five guineas, and no larger special retainer; but 
there’ are brief fees, which depend upon the eminence of the 
eounsel, and they vary from 1000 guineas to 10 guineas. Very 
fees are given in some of the most important cases to 
iinent counsel with their briefs; so that in fact these double 
fees are in addition to the special fee given to any eminent 
counsel in a particular case. In’ other courts the brief 
fee secures the ‘whole service of the counsel; in Parlia- 
fhentary proceedings there is a brief fee, which is pro- 
joned to the importance of the case and the amount of 
fapere to be perused and the other difficulties of the case, and 
there ‘are also, without reference to the importance of the case, 
a day fee ‘of ten guineas and a consultation fee daily of five 
to each counsel. As to the reason urged for this usage 
of giving double fees to counsel employed in Parliamentary 
business, the ground which I have always understood to be 
iggested was this, that counsel were taken from their ordinary 
courts, and obliged frequently to abandon their regular business, 
and to appear before Parliament for a few days only; and it 
was thought that ample remuneration should be given to them for 
those disadvantages. Undoubtedly, things are greatly changed 
since that scale was first introduced. Private business, origi- 
nally, was a very small affair, and now it has become perhaps 
more important than the proceedings of any other court in the 
United Kingdom, and accordingly a large Parliamentary bar 
has grown up with it, Many counsel, and most of the leading 
counsel, confine themselves to Parliamentary business; at the 
same time there are several counsel who occasionally come there, 
and still practise in the courts; and as Parliament is open to the 
whole profession, it is quite competent, at any time, for the pro- 
moters of a Bill to secure the services of a counsel from else- 
where, and to go beyond the limits of the Parliamentary bar; 
and those eminent counsel, if they were taken from other courts, 
no doubt would receive the brief fee. Now, although I think 
it is quite open to consideration whether the counsel’s fee could 
not be regulated, it is necessary to observe that there is one 
great difficulty connected with it, namely, that these fees are 
not founded upon any resolution of either House of Parliament, 
or upon any Act of Parliament; they are merely grounded 
upon professional usage, and a fee to counsel is an honorarium 
voluntarily given by the promoters and the opponents of Bills, 
who give what they please. 

My opinion with regard to counsel’s fees is, that what is most 
required is a simplification and improvement of the procedure, 
tather than a limitation of counsel's fees. I think the great 
evil is, that, under the existing system, when eighteen or twenty 
committees are sitting at the same time, it is not possible to 
secure the services of the counsel who are actually retained in 
the case, and accordingly each party will have six or seven 
counsel retained, and paid these day fees; whereas, if a better 
system of procedure could be adopted, two counsel would be 
amply sufficient; but at present, the number of counsel em- 
ployed is very great, and the expenses are very heavy. And | 

d observe that the expenses of counsel are not confined to 
the fees, but the briefs which the parties have to deliver to seven 
GF eight counsel are often enormously costly. They are gene- 

very voluminous; and the charges for the drawing and 
the copies for the several counsel amount to very large sums. 
Then each counsel has daily given to him a copy of the short- 
writer's notes, which are often exceedingly voluminous, 

Yemember a case in which £130 was the daily ve of 

being prepared merely of the minutes of evidence, 

ihe always high my opinion, too, that one of the great causes 
of expense, and one of the great evils of the Parliamentary sys- 
tem of investigating Private Bills, has been, that within a very 
space of time all these committees are sitting; but I may 

that the time is much more extended than it used to be, 

mismuch as by thie quick proof of standing orders the commit- 
Bian be sonninted to ot upon the Bills a6 » much earlier poriod 
# the session ; they are now practically sitting for four months. 








The time occupied in investigation before the committees in 
the Commons is often needlessly protracted; and that leads me 
to another suggestion which I was prepared to offer for the 
consideration of the committee, which is this—that some system 
might be devised for narrowing the issues tried before these 
committees. ‘The petitioners who deposit petitions in the House 
of Commons might append to the petition an abstract of the 
grounds of objection to the Bill, which might be answered in 
writing by the promoters of the Bill; and the day before ‘the 
Bill came on for consideration in the committee with all the 
parties present, these heads of objection and the answers 
might be considered by the committee, and they might 
themselves devise some mode of narrowing the issue to 
be tried before them, and not go over the whole range of 
the case, which, as presented by the parties, is nearly intermina- 
ble. It is said, this'would call for the necessity of considerable 
ability on the part of the committee; but I should think that if 
the committee lacked ability, they would rather be helped by 
this suggestion than in any way embarrassed. With reference 
to the suggestion, that if, prior to the sitting of the committee, 
both parties were to give in a list of the number of witnesses 
which they proposed to call to prove their several facts, and if 
that list of witnesses was submitted to some committee, say to 
the Standing Orders Committee, who should say whether it was 
reasonable that that number of witnesses should be examined 
on the one sidé or the other, the inquiry might be very mate- 
rially shortened ; I should scarcely venture to propose that the 
discretion of the parties in producing witnesses should be inter- 
fered with, because if afterwards, in going before the committee, 
their case were to fail from the want of sufficient evidence, I 
think they would have reason to complain. There are various 
formal proofs, or quasi formal proofs, before committees even 
upon opposed Bills, which often lead to very great expense, and 
which might be proved by affidavit. I think it would be well 
to consider whether affidavits might not be very generally in- 
troduced in proceedings before Private Bill Committees. “It 
is difficult, perhaps, to specify the class of cases which could be 
proved by affidavit; but there are many cases not actually op- 
posed, where documents are put in and circumstances stated, 
which, though material proofs, are not subjects of cross-exami- 
nation, and which the opponents do not desire to make subjects 
of opposition. I think that various matters of that sort, at the 
discretion of the promoters, might be proved by affidavit, of 
course leaving it to the committee to require further evidence 
in any case, and to call any witness who may be thought neces- 
sary. Such a suggestion is particularly important as regards 
the proceedings of the House of Lords, because, although a 
smaller number of witnesses are examined there, the cost of 
examining them is much greater than in the House of Com- 
mons, as they have to attend a greater number of days, being 
obliged to come to be sworn at the bar of the House of Lords 
previously to being examined. For example, if an opposed Bill 
committee should be appointed to sit on Monday, the witnesses 
are sometimes obliged to be in attendance on Friday, to be 
sworn at the bar of the House of Lords; and they are detained 
in town on the Saturday and Sunday, in order to be examined 
on the Monday. Again, the same inconvenience arises from 
the fact that the House never sits on Wednesday. 

With regard to the number of counsel, whether it would be 
possible to limit the expenditure which is caused by the necessity 
of retaining more counsel than are practically engaged upon 
the Bill, by a resolution of the committee that two counsel 
only should «ppear for any party, and that those two only 
should be heard, or should be allowed to take part ‘in 
the proceedings: in some cases, Committees of the House 
of Commons, and probably of the House of Lords also, though 
I am not aware of it, have adopted such a resolution; but it 
only meets the difficulty partially, and it is a practical injustice 
to the parties, as they are unable tosecure the counsel upon 
whom they most rely. 

Many counsel have received their fees, and have never 
attended at all in the room; yet, as to its being practicable or 
expedient that in the taxation of the costs no fees stiould be 
allowed to counsel in cases in which they had not actually 
appeared before the committee, any such course as that would 
be a very partial remedy, and would be attended with great 
difficulty. In the first place, the fees to counsel are only a very 
small portion of the entire costs incurred which are submi 
to the’ taxing officer; in the next place, there is no ¢ 
of that fact; the fees have been actually paid; the solicitor is 
before the taxing officer, and not the counsel, and he states that 
the committee sat on ‘such days, and that these counsel were 
jn attendance, and their services available, if required. ” T think 
that it would be practically ineffective.” In fact, in respect of 
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counsel, not much reduction of expense can be looked for, unless 
the committee should think fit to consider whether there might 
not be a maximum and a minimum day fee, and consultation 
fee, according to the standing of the counsel; whether, just as 
there is a discretion on the part of the solicitor in marking 100 
guineas or 10 guineas on the back of a brief, he should not 
also, according to the standing of the counsel and the iinportance 
of the case, fix 5 guineas, or even 3 guineas, for the attendance 
before the committee of a junior counsel, and a proportionate 
amount for a consultation. I see no objection, in point of prin- 
ciple, to such a regulation; on the contrary, I confess that I do 
not understand the principle of the uniformity of charge, what- 
ever may be the services and standing of the counsel. 

In some cases there is an unfair charge upon the opponents 
of a particular clause or provision in a Bill, from their counsel 
being obliged to attend, or claiming the privilege to attend on 
the whole of the proceedings before the committee. I have 
frequently heard complaints on that ground, the difficulty being 
for the counsel to ascertain with certainty on what day his ser- 
vices will be required; counsel, indeed, claim to be allowed to 
be present, and to attend throughout the whole of the proceedings, 
although only retained upon one particular part of them; from 
the day that they enter their appearance, and appear before the 
committee on that particular Bill, until the Bill is disposed of, 
their fee is charged every day, and they receive 10 guineas a 
day, though they may be only engaged on behalf of their clients 
for a single day. 





<< 
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Law Amendment Society. 


REPORT, FOR SESSION 1857-8. 

In this report, the council congratulate the members on the 
steady increase in their numbers, and on the prosperous 
condition of their finances. In two years the income of the 
society has doubled. 

During the session of the society, several important questions 
of law amendment have been discussed. 

The first is the amendment of the laws relating to bank- 
rupts and insolvents. It was understood that the late Vice- 
President of the Board of Trade had prepared a measure on 
the subject, dealing rather with private arrangements between 
debtors and their creditors, than with the constitution or 
machinery of the Court of Bankruptcy; but this Bill was not 
introduced into Parliament previous to the vote which termi- 
nated the late ministry. Lord Brougham brought forward two 
measures in the House of Lords, which conteplated, among 
other alterations, the abolition of the Insolvency Court, of the 
technical distinction between traders and non-traders, and of 
imprisonment for debt; at the same time greatly increasing the 
powers of the Court for the punishment of fraudulent debtors, 
and improper trading. He stated his wish to delay further 
proceedings with these Bills until the introduction of the 
measure promised by the present Government; but as that Bill 
has not yet made its appearance, it is evident that no legisla- 
tion on the subject can be anticipated during the present year. 
The committee of delegates from chambers of commerce and 
trade protection societies, appointed by the National Association 
in October last, have, however, completed the preparation of a 
measure on bankruptcy and insolvency, which has been 
introduced into Parliament by Lord John Russell. ‘This Bill 
repeals all existing Acts, and consolidates the whole statute law 
on the subject; it abolishes the Insolvency Court, and the 
distinction between trader and non-trader; gives greater facili- 
ties for private arrangements, and provides for the registration 
of the deeds, and for summarily enforcing their provisions; 
aims at simplifying and cheapening the proceedings under an 

judication; confers some concurrent jurisdiction on the 
eounty courts; enables the distribution, by the Bankruptcy 
Court, of the estates of deceased debtors; and, finally, enacts 
more stringent provisions than now exist for the punishment of 
fraudulent debtors. ‘This Bill has been referred to the Mercan- 
tile Law Committee of the society, and will probably be reported 
on by them early next session. 

While dealing with mercantile law, a useful measure, 
introduced by the Attorney-General, to render crossed cheques 
more secure, may be alluded to; it is one of the few Bills which 
will pass into law during this year. 

The subject of the transfer of land was referred to the Real 
Property Committee, and received from them a long investiga- 
tion. They finally reported to the society in favour of a 
sage neem & of nie as calculated both fe. Seieate 

transfer mn was maintained by t 
society at several meetings, iy 8 after protracted discussion, 





Several Bills relating to this important branch of law amend. 
ment have been introduced into Parliament di the present 
year; one by Lord St. Leonards, for the shortening of the 
term of prescription, and other objects; another by Lord 
Cranworth, enabling the Court of Chancery to give a judicial 
title to an owner of land, and to exercise powers analogous to 
those of the Encumbered Estates Court in Ireland—a measure 
which would doubtless effect one part of the object aimed at, 
by clearing the title, but which falls short of what is desired, 
by omitting to supply any means for keeping the title cleared; 
a third Bill, by Lord Brougham, proposes a system of transfer 
similar to that so long in force with regard to copyholds. It is 
not probable that the time has yet arrived for @ lasting and 
comprehensive measure on this important subject; but the 
council see with satisfaction the growing interest which it 
creates in the public mind, and the increasing approximation to 
unanimity among the advocates for real property law amend- 
ment. 

A Bill has been prepared by the Criminal Law Committee, 
and passed through the House of Lords by Lord Brougham, to 
make the obtaining of an acceptance to a bill of exchange or 
promissory note on false pretences, a punishable offence. 

Another measure, drawn by a special committee of the 
society, and which the Attorney-General has introduced into 
the House of Commons, enlarges the jurisdiction of the 
Divorce Court, by enabling that tribunal to declare the status 
of any person who may apply to it under the circumstances 
mentioned in the Bill. Hitherto this form of action, though 
existing in Scotland as one of the uses for the action of 
declarator, which is applicable there as a remedy for many 
different wrongs, has been unknown to the English law, which 
has never taken cognizance of mere personal status as distinct 
from the right to property. 

Lord Brougham has also brought before the House of Lords 
a Bill to enable prisoners to tender themselves as witnesses on 
their own behalf on their trial, subjecting themselves thereby to 
cross-examination. This measure has met with much approval, 
and will no doubt be in another session passed into law. 


—~ 
~~ 


Births, Marriages, and Deaths. 


BIRTHS. 
BRAITHWAITE—On July 24, at 65 Morhington-road, Regent’s-park, the 
wife of J. B. Braithwaite, Barrister-at- Law, of a daughter. 
GOVER—On July 24, the wife of James Dinely Gover, Esq., of Sutton, 
‘Surrey, and 33 Old Jewry, of a son. 
GROVER— = a 19, at Hemel Hempstead, the wife of Charles E. Grover, 


Esq., of a 

IRVIN} On. J july 24, at New Peckham, Mrs, A. L. Irvine, jun., of a 
daughter. 

ROUND—On July 22, at 19 Richmond-terrace, Westbourne-grove, the wife 
of O. S. Round, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn, of a daughter. 

RUDGE—On July 27, at 4 Haddo-villas, Blackheath, the wife of Mr. W. J. 
Rudge, of a daughter. 

MARRIAGES. 


BROMEHEAD—LAKE—On July 24, at St. Pancras church, by the Rev. 
Alexander Crawford Bromehead, of Newbold, Jouathan Crawford Brome- 
head, of Old Broad-street, London, and of Highgate, Esq., to Ellen, second 
daughter of the late John Lake, of Lincoln’s-inn, Esq. 

BURWASH—WALLER—On July 22, at Dartford church, by the Rey. 
George John Blomfield, vicar, Eawin Augustus, third son of Mr. David 
Burwash, of Birchin-lane, and St. John’s-villa, Hornsey, to Isabella Ward, 
second daughter of Mr. George Waller, of West-hill, Dartford. 

FENWICK—LEWIS—On July 22, at the Church of St. Giles, Camberwell, 
Thornton Fenwick, Esq., late of Stockton-on-Tees, Solicitor, to Jane, 
third daughter of the late Mr. Stephen Gower Lewis, Sussex. 

JEFFERY—PRATT—On May 13, at Christ Church, Melbourne, i Ag 
W. A. Guinness, George Abbott Jeffery, Esq.. Soli citor, to Maria, eldest 
daughter of Mr. Charles Pratt, of Knightsbridge, Mid 

LAWRENCE—DAVIES—On July 28, at St. Gcorge’s, Bloomsbury, by the 
Rev. Robert Bruce Kennard, rector of Marnhull, Dorset, brother-in-law 
of the bride, Philip Henry Lawrence, Esq., of 6 Lincoln’ s-inn-fields, to 
Margaret, eighth daughter of John Davies, Esq., of 18 Bloomsbury-square. 

PRITCHARD— EDGAR—On July 28, at St. Lake’ 's, Chelsea, by the Rev. 
W. Calvert, M. A., one of the minor eanons of St. Paul's, award Fitz- 
gerald Pritchard, Royal Marines (Light Infantry), sixth son of William 
Pritchard, Esq., of Doctors’-commons, and of the Cedars, Putney, to Lucy, 
elder surviving daughter of the late Josh. Edgar, Esq., of Weston-super- 
Mare, Somersetshire. 

ROBINS—ALDRIDGE—On June 22, at St. George’s, Bloom ames, Wa 
Rev. G. A. Robins, brother of the bridegroom, Julian, third son of the 
ro George H. Robins, Esq., to Maria, secoud danghter of Joseph 

Aldridge, : of Montague-place, Russell-square. 

SCOTT—HAYNES—On July 24, at; All Saints’, Southam: by the Rev. 
James H. aia, John Scott, Esq., Solicitor, King Williani-street, City, 
to Eliza, second daughter of C. Ha Esq., Stockwell. 

SMITH—WATSON—On July 22, at St. Mary’s church, Shincliffe, by the 
Rev. J. Todd, Charles Ferguson Smith, of Durham, to Frances, eldest 
daughter of the late Mr. John Watson, At y, and niece of Mr, George 
Andrews, Bookseller, Durham. 

DEATHS. 


a foe pedigg agg 3 - 24, at Moortown, near Leeds, Maria Theresa, wil 
of doe n Blac! tar, und Coroner forthe Borough of Let 
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CLARK—On July 28, after a short illness, John Clark, Esq., of the Sessions- 
house, and South Hackney. 
Y—On July 17, Nancy, wife of Ralph Lindsay, M.A., Solicitor, of 
|-st., and , Norwood, Surrey. aged 75. 
E—On July 24, at Whirley-hall, York, Robert Routledge, Esq., 
formerly a Solicitor in the Temple, aged 78. 
—_—_—@———_. 


Gnclawmed Stock in the Bank of England. 

The Amount of Stock heretofore sianding in the following Names will be 

transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants 
appear within Three Months :— 

AnperTon, James Francis, Gent., Haighton-house, near Preston, Lan- 
cashire, James Crooks, Clerk, Manchester, and Joacnim ANDRADE, 
Solicitor, Liverpool, £2000 Consols.—Claimed by Rev. James FisHer, 
executor of James Crooxke, the survivor. 

Batpine, Ricnarp, Wharfinger, Aldermaston, Berkshire, £1500 Navy 5i. 
per Cents.—Claimed by Witi14M Cave, the surviving executor. 

Banks, Mary, Widow, Wakefield, Yorkshire, £4500 34 per Cent. Reduced. 
—Claimed by ExizaserH Mary Barnarp, Widow, sole executrix of 
Henry Gez BaRnagp, sole executor of Mary Banks. 

CaarMAN, WALTER, Surgeon, Lower Tooting, Surrey, and Mary ANN 
CuaPMAN, wife of Charles Chapman, Surgeon, Lower Tooting, £25 New 
Three per Cents.—Claimed by WaLTrer CuarMAn and Mary ANN CHaP- 
MAN 


Coorer, Wittiam, Tallow Chandler, New-street, Covent-garden, £1050 
New 47. per Cents.—Claimed by Isaac SEweELt, the administrator. 

.» GEorce, Wine Merchant, Kensington, £100 4/. per Cents., 
1826.—Claimed by GrorcE Hanes, his sole executor. 

Jonpan, Saran, Widow, Finchley, Middlesex, and Ropert Youna, Farmer, 
Hollwell, near Hatfield, £23 : 4 : 5 Consols.—Claimed by Epwarp Jor- 
DAN GRAEFF, surviving acting Executor of Sanan JorpDan, Widow. 

JonpaNn, Saran, Widow, Finchley, Henry Bateman, Gent., Staple-inn, and 
Epwarp Jorpan, Farmer, Finchley, £988 : 15 : 0 Consols.—Claimed by 
Epwarp JorpaNn Graerr, surviving acting Executor of Saran JoRDAN, 
Widow, who was the survivor. 

Iioxp, Joun, Gent., Burton-crescent, and May Ltoyp, his Wife, £4 per 
annum Long Annuities (exp. Jan. 5, 1860).—Claimed by May Lioyp, 
Widow, the survivor. 

Merricx, Mary, Widow, Windsor, £300 Reduced.—Claimed by Epwarp 
Merrick, sole Executor. 

Water, Right Hon. James, Earl of Veruiam, and Hon. DuncomBe Piey- 
DELL Bouverig, Clyffe-hall, Wiltshire, £112 : 6 : 6 Consols.—Claimed by 
Right Hon. James Watrer, Ear] of Verulam, the survivor. 

Wiis, Evizanetu, Spinster, Lamb’s Conduit-street, £50 Long Annui- 
ties. —Claimed by Rar ALLEN Froetey, sole Executor. 

Witiamson, Sanan, Widow, Park-street, Grosvenor-square, £1255 New 
34 per cents.—Claimed by James WILLIAMSON, one of the Executors. 


Boney Market. 


Crry, Friday Evening. 

The English funds have improved during the last three days, 
and although the advance in Consols since this day week does 
not exceed 4 per cent., the opinion that further improvement is 
at hand gathers strength. The “Heather Bell,” from Mel- 
bourne, has brought gold valued at £303,168, a large propor- 
tion of which has been taken to the Bank of England. ‘The 
demand for the continent is on the decline, and circumstances 
make it appear probable that no material supply will be 
required for India and China for a considerable time to come. 
The drain of specie, chiefly silver, to the East amounted in the 
year 1856 to twelve millions and a half, and it increased in 
1857 to seventeen millions. The amount has come down in 
the first six months of 1858 to three millions, and the demand 
at present is trifling. Large orders for British goods are confi- 
dently expected, both from India and China, to an extent, it is 
said, which will make it necessary to send silver to this country 
to balance the account. 

From the Bank of England return for the week ending the 
28th inst., it appears that the amount of notes in circulation is 
£20,409,255, being a decrease of £196,375, and the stock of 
bullion in both departments is £17,262,806, showing an increase 
of £49,869, when compared with the previous return, It 
appears by returns published in the Bankers’ Magazine, com- 
bined with information derived from other quarters, that the 
total note circulation of the United Kingdom, on the 3rd July, 
1858, amounted to £35,315,305; and compared with the month 
ending the 4th July, 1857, there is a decrease of £839,624. 

A meeting of the proprietors of the City Bank was held on 
Tuesday. ‘The half-yearly accounts show that a net profit of 
16,5917, 10s. 6d. remains to be appropriated. A dividend at the 
tate of 5 per cent. per annum, and a bonus of 15s. per share on 
6000 shares, absorbs £12,000. The sum of £2000 is added to 
the reserve fund, and the residue carried forward. The amount 
held by the Bank in Exchequer Bills, India Bonds, and cash 
in hand and at call, is 339,008/. 3s. 3d. 

At a meeting of the Commercial Bank of London, the 
balance-sheet of the half-year ending the 30th of June last 
shows a net profit of 14,0191, 8s. ‘The directors declare a divi- 
dend at the rate of 6 per cent. per annum, which amounts to 
£2000. The remainder is absorbed by rebate of interest, and 











a balance carried forward to next half-year. Cash in hand 
and at call, Exchequer Bills, India Bonds, and Consols held by 
the Bank, amount to 256,948/. 10s. 9d. 

The returns of the Board of Trade for the month of June 
have been made public, and show an improvement in com- 
mercial affairs. The month of June in the last year was a 
period of great activity in the export of our manufactured 
goods, and in the import of raw materials. The amount of 
exports in the past month falls short of the corresponding 
month of 1857 by the sum of £389,407. This decrease is less 
than has been sustained in any previous month of the present 
year, and less than one-third of the average decrease of the 
preceding five months, In the importation of wheat and flour 
there is a large increase over the corresponding month of the 
last year. This fact, coupled with the present prospects of 
harvest, is auite sufficient to account for the downward ten- 
dency of the corn-market. 
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EnGLisn Funps. Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed. | Thur. Mme 

} 

Bank Stock .....++++ 226 5 | 295 | 295 6) 226 4 |225 6 

3 per Cent. Red. Ann...) 96§ $ ‘set 964 i i | 964 2 | $ 

3 per Cent. Cons. Ann...| 96 9: 95§ 4 31955 34 

New 3 per Cent. Ann.../96§ 3 4.964 § 4969 4 6] 965 | 962% [96) § 4 

Five per Cent. Ann ....| .. 115 ee 115 |114 115). 

Long Ann. (exp. Jan. 5, | | 

1OGO) .ccscccccccces 1 7-16)1 11-16) . | oe 
Do. 30 years (exp.Jan. 5, | 

AONE. S cectich oc 0am is “ Fi ‘ pe fi 
Do. 30 years(exp. Jan. 5, 

16GB). cccccccecccccs oe ee oe ee o- oo 
Do. 30 years (exp. Apr.5, 

RARE FE 18} | 183 | 18h | 183 | I8f | 18 
India Stock............ ve és an 217 219 | 21 
India Loan Debentures.. 994 993 oot 
India Scrip..........+- ee oe es 
India Bonds (£1,000) ..|_.. 19s p| .. ‘ 19s p | lis p 
Do. (under £1,000)..... lis p és és ee es 15s p 
Exch. Bills(£1000) Mar./ 388 p |36s 39sp 36s p |35s38sp) .. 35s 38sp 

Ditto June. ...|26s 23sp/23s 26sp; 23s p |22s25sp) 22s p |22s25sp 
Exch. Bills (£500) Mar.| 35s p e 39s pp] .. a ne 

Ditto June..../23s26sp' 23s p | .. [26822sp| 25s p |26s22sp 
Exch. Bills (Small)Mar.| 35sp | .. | 39sp]| .. (|38s35sp] .. 

Ditto une/23s 26sp) 238 p | 26s p [23s 26sp/22s 25sp 23s 26sp 

Do. (Advertised) Mar.| .. oe ee os ° os 

Ditto une ee . oe os 
Exch. Bonds, 1858, 33 

per Cent. ....cccees ee oe oe ee o oe 
Exch. Bonds, 1859, 33 . 

POP OM. 556 ccctee ° 101 | 100$ . 100} | 1003 ¢ 

—_—>— 
Railway Stock. 

Ratiways. Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed. | Thur.| Fri. 
Birk. Lan. & Ch. Junc..} .. ee ee oe ee ‘a 
Bristol and Exeter ... oe oe ee 90 90 
Caledonian........++++ Tih 7 (77 4 6| 763 7 | 768 3 | 768 7 | 768g 
Chester and Holyhead. . ie 18 ; ee ak 2 es ; dom 
East Anglian .......++. y os es 
Eastern Counties ...... 62 62 1g 2] Gig § | Gg d | GI | jGlg 2 
Eastern Union A. Stock.) .. o oe oe ee o 

Ditto B. Stock ....| .- - on es ° ee. 
East —— ekeKes < at me an oe sat 
Edinburgh lasgow} .. és * oe 
Edin. Perth,and Dundee} .. os 254 254 « 4 
Glasgow & South-Westn.| .. ‘a 91 903; .. os os 
Great Northern ...... 102 | 102 } [1023 14) 1023] .. [102 

Ditto A.Stock ....| 84 | .. 832 | 80f | 81 ja03 

Ditto B. Stock ....) 131 os 131 es ee 13h 
Gt. South & West. (Ire.)} .. de 103 103 pm 103 
Great Western ........ 48} 9 | 48§ S$] 493 9 | 493 9 | 49 8} [495 88 

Do. Stour Viy. G. Stk.) .. ee ee ee os ee 
Lancashire & Yorkshire} .. in ; 9t4 F (914 9 3) 914 3 1918 OF 
Lon. Brighton & S. Coast; .. 1 109 [I 10} .. =flOSF 10 
London & North-Wstrn.. re 91 j | 91g § 9) 92 Qh [913 QE 
London & South-Westrn.) 94 94 94 gah ae #5 
Man. Sheff. & Lincoln..| .. os cos. ae 43 343 3 
Midland ............++ 92g } jad 3 4/929 § gi928 § 4) 925 3h/92g 43 

Ditto Birm. & Derby) .. - ee ee ee es 
MOCIAR: 05 oc crvceveces 61} oi sii ; 7 Pe sof 35 
North British ........ 50 on 52 s 
North-Eastern (Brwek.)} 91} 1 | 90% | 91 9 oig | 91 : 

Ditto Leeds ...... 49) .. 46 46} - “t 3 

Ditto York ........| .. 72 «| 72h 1g) THE 2 | 72h g [7p 38 
North London ........ 9637| .. “a wt SE ee a 
Oxford, Wore, & Wolver.| .. 27% | .. -- | 9% | 9% 
Scottish Geritral ...... tee “a os Aa gee ie 
Scot. N.E. Aberdeen Stk.| 26} | 264 § | 26§ 3 

Do. —_ Mid. Stk.) .. ee ee ee we iy 
Sh ire Unipn ,..... 44 ee . ee 
Sou at segs as “i as ve | es Pr 

ith-Eastern ........ 674 673 63 se 68g [68g 9} 
South Wales ..........) 80 as we ee oe as 
Vale of Neath ......../ .. es 7 ar . ae 
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Estate Brchange Report, 


(For the week ending July 22, 1858.) 

ERRATUM.—Jn our Report of last week's Sales by Messrs. Abrotr & 
WRIGGLEsworu Ny 793, Ist col.), ae Freehold Mansion, No. 26, St. James’s- 
place, read No. 20. 

At THe Mart.—By Messrs. Davis & Vicrrs, 

Leasehold Corner Shop, No. 1, Westbourne-grove, Bayswater ; term, 80 
years from June, 1855; ground- -rent, £26 for the first 50h years, 
£3: 12: 0 for residue of term; let at £160 per annum.—Sold for £1990. 

Copyhold Residence, Tottenham-green, Middlesex ; let at £52: 10: 0 per 
annum.—Sold for £550, 

Leasehold House and Shop, No. 5, Hamilton-terrace, Highbury: term, 95 
years from 24th June, 1852; ground-rent, £8: 8: 0; let at £48: 14:0 
per annum.—Sold for £485. 

Freehold Corner Plot of Building Land, Cornwall-rcad, ang to Clapham 
Park; frontage, 72 feet, depth, 60 feet.—Sold for £14 

Freehold Plot of Building Land, Frederick-street, adjeining the above ; 
frontage, 68 feet, depth, 80 feet.—Sold for £90 

Freehold Plot of Building Ground, adjoining the above; frontage, 68 feet, 
depth, 67 feet.—Sold for £65. 

Freehold, Two Plots of Building Land, Allington-street.—Sold for £70 
each. 

By Messrs. Roshwortn & Jarvts. 

Leasehold Corner House and Shop, No. 22, Henry-street, Hampstead-road ; 
term, 91 years from September, 1795; ground-rent, £1: 14:6; pro- 
ducing £62 per annum.—Sold for £160. 

By Messrs. Perer Broap & PritcHarp. 

Freehold Premises, part of No. 15, White Lion-street, Norton Folgate ; let 
at £120 per annum.—Sold for £1830. 

Freehold Residence, 18, New Steine, Brighton ; let at $105 per annum.— 
Sold for £1580. 

Freehold, “The Crown and Sceptre” Hotel, Greenwich; let at £100 per 
anntim.—Sold for £1490. 

Copyhold, Tallow-chandler’s Shop and Factory; also, Two other Houses 

Shops, near the Red Lion Inn, Hampton, “Middlesex ; let at £100 per 
annum.—Sold for £1650. 

Leasehold Residences, Nos. 3 & 4, Upper Fitzroy-pl., Mary-st., Hampstead- 
road; also, Nos. 17 & 18, Fitzroy-row ; term, 23} years from Lady Day, 
1858 ; ground-rent, £5; producing £70 per annum.— Sold for £860. 

Leasehold Cottage on the high road between Woolwich and Plumstead 
Common; term, 99 years from 25th December, 1841; ground-rent, 
£3:6:8; let at 19 guineas per annum. ry for £150. 

By Mr. Exeoo 

Leasehold, No. 15, Upper Wimpole-street ; held for 27 years, at a ground~- 
rent of £19: 5:0.—Sold for £1160. 

Leasehold Coach-bouse and Stables, No. By Great Cumberland Mews; held 
for 30 years, at a peppercorn. —Sold for £290. 

Freehold and Copyhold, No. 1, Linden-place, High-street, Notting-hill ; let 
at £50 per annum .—Sold for £640. 

Leasehold, 5, Bridport-street, Blandford-square ; held for 83 years, at £6 
per annum ; let at £40 per annum.—Sold for "£390 

Leasehold, 6, Delamere- -crescent, Westbourne- terrace : held for 97 years, at 
£8 8:0 perannum ; let at £50 per annum.—Sold for £500. 

At Garzaway's.—By Mr. Dayter ‘Crontn.—July 20. 

Lease.and Goodwill of the “ Ivy House” Public-house, Hoxton ; also, Two 
Residences adjoining; let at £46: 16:0 per annum; the whole held 
aA 26 years trom Michaelmas last, at £102: 12:0 per annum.—Sold for 


Freehold, the “ George” Public-house, 9, Great Queen-street, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields ; let on lease for 27 years from Lady-day, 1857, at the rent of 
£60 per annum.—Sold for £1320. 

AT Tae Mant. -By Mesérs. Beaver & Sons. 

Copyhold House and Shop, No. 56, Mount-street, Lambeth ; let at £60 per 
annum.— Solid for £960. 

Copyhold House and Shop, No. 60, Mount-street, Lambeth ; let on lease at 
497 per annum.—Sold for £1440 

Copyhold House and Shop, No. 62, 62, Mount-street, Lambeth ; let on lease at 
£86 per annum.—Sold for paso 

y Messrs. Foerrn. 

Leasehold Cottage ipiedi No. 2, Portland Villas, New Richmond-road, 
Oid Brompton ; term, 99 years from Midsummer, 1848 ; ground-rent, £6 ; 
let at £25 per annum.— for £230. 


By Mr. Agpen. 

The Court Lodge ay recog <9 + Battle and Brightling, Sussex. Free- 
hold Mansion, Two Cottage Residenees, and 2000 acres of Land; also, 
the Manor of Mountfield, with Rights, Quit-rents, &.—Sold for £60, 150. 

By Messrs. Jonxw Dawson & Son. 
Freehold, Pot Ash Farm, Tring & Puttenham, Herts. Farm-house and 
, and 145A, 3m. 35r.; land let at £210 per annum.—Sold for 


Leasehold, No. 6, Old Fish-street, City; term, 289 years from Midsummer, 
1886, at £ £137: 10:0 per annum; estimated annual value, £480, Bold 


By Mr. Eywanp Lomu 
Freehold Business Premises, No: 28, High- arent, ‘Whitechapel ; estimated 
value, £160 per annum.— Sold for "£2300 
Freehold Residence, No. 8, the Circus, Greenwich ; let at £52: 10:0 per 
The casa Siad tr 780: Premises, N 
0, 92, High-street, Shoreditch ; held for 
21 years from September, 1650, at £60 per annam,—S¢ld for £25 





By Messrs. Cons. Bt eh Ate 
The Absolute Reversion to One-fifth Share of Sims. to 
£10,252: 9:6; dlso, to One-sixth of a Fifth Share in ibe toa 
expectant on the death’ of a married lady, aged 72,—Sold for £1610, 
By Mr. Towers. 
Leasehold Residence, 2, Norland-square, Notting-hill ; term; 99 ith ft 
Christmas, 1841 ; ground-rent, £20 ; estimated value, £70 per annum.— 
Sold for £375. 


Avr GAnrAwAx’s.—By Messrs. FarerorHer, CLARK, & ire. : 


Freehold, the Manor of Hyde 5 also Hyde Farm, Abbot's Langley, Hea Bs 






ouse, Agricultural Buildings, and about 294 ageres 

Meadow, and Wood Land; let at #0 ve per annum.—Sold for zi 

ioe Napsbu ‘arm, ney, de 

s, Awricnitural Buildings, together with Prien 490 actes « 

Arable, S iatate, and Meadow Land; let at £350 per anntim.—Sol 
£12, 

Leasehold Private Residence, No. 2, Phillimore-terrace, rage 3 vs 
82 years from = 1857 ; ground-rent, £6:10:0 
annum.—Sold for £350. 

Leasehold, = 3, Phillimore-terrace ; same Leo a ag ‘ae 

” 4, ” 
» Ne. 10, ” ” 
By Messrs. DeseNuam, Srora, & Sons. 

Leasehold House and Shop, No. 58, Park-street, Camden-town ; held fe 
49 years at £3: 15:0; let at £45 per annum, —Sold for 

erry House, No. 1, Perry-street, King’s-cross ; term, x unex: 

red; ground-rent, 1bs. ; let at £21 per annum.—-Sold Fa peg 

Leaschold Villa Residence, No. 11, Limes Villas, Le 3..term, 75 
years; ground-rent, i let at £60 per annum,—Sold for 

Leasehold Residences, Nos. 2 & 4, Cedar-road, Fulham ; term, 97 
from Christmas, 1853; ground-rent, £15; let ‘at £42 per annum,—| 
for £235. 

Leasehold Residences, Nos. 10 & 12, Cedar-road ; same term and ground: 
rents; let at £40; 19:0 per annum.—Sold for £235. 

At THE Mart.—By Mr. Lerew. 

Leaschold Residences, Nov. 19, 20, 21, Bath-place, William-street; Caile- 
donian-road, Islington; term, 99 years from 25th March, 1843; ground: 
rent, £18 ; producing £75: 12: 0 per annum.—Sold for £335. 

Leasehold Residence, 73, be png ra ee Kentish-town term, 938 years 
from June, 1843; ground-rent, £4: ; let at £32 per annum.—Sold 


for £325. 
By Messrs. Boxp & Son. 

Leasehold Residences, Nos. 9, 10, 11, ard clit Somer’s-town ea 
46 years from Christmas last ; ground-rent, £3 sods 2 Rad at 
each per annum,—Sold for £220, 42295, and 2210 vely. 

By Mr. Moxon, 

Leasehold House, No. 7, Aske-terrace, Hoxton; term, 5 years unexpired ; 

ground-rent, £5:5:0; let at £28 a annum ’—Sold for £50. 


By Mr 

Leasehold House and Shop, No. 42, Spee: en term, 66 years from 
Christmas, 1825; ground-rent, £20; let on lease at £70 per annum.— 
Sold for £480. 

Leasehold Dwelling-houses, Nos. 3, 4, 22, 23, & 24, Tilley-street, and No. 
22, Shepherd- “street, Spitalfields ; term, years from Pheiempen 1822; 
ground-rent, £18 ; let at £119: 12:0 ate annum.—Sold for £380, 

Leasehold Residence, No. 2, Ridgmount-terrace, Highgate; term, 98 
years from Lady-day, 1858 ; ground-rent, £10 ; estimated annual valné, 
£55.—Sold for £500. 

Copyhold Dwelling-house and Premises, No. i Morning-lane, Hackney ; 
let on lease at £17 per annum.—Sold for £28 

Copyhold Dwelling-houses, Nos. 3, 4, 5, & 6, Hackney ; 1é 
on lease at £40 per annum.—Sold for £465, 

Copyhold Wheelwright’s Shop and Two Rooms over; let at £12 per 
annum.—Sold for £140. 

Copyhold Dwelling-house in the rear of Elm Cottage, Jerusalém-square ; 
let at £22 per annum,—Sold for £200 


ih a pmanioll 


London Gasettes. 


Commissioner to administer Oaths in Chancery. 
Friway, July 30, 1858. 
ARMSTRONG, GEORGE, WALFORD, Gent., Norwood, Surrey, , July 7, 


Bankruypts. 
ToursDAY, July 27, 1858. 
BINNS, Tuomas, Iron Merchant, Deighton, nea a 
Thornhill Lees, near Dewsbury. Com. West: Re 18 ery) 
te Tae egy Leeds. Off. Ass. Young: Sols, Bond 
: July 2 

LONGWORTH, THOMAS, Draper on cnee Derb: A 

7 and Sept. 11, at 10 Counell-hail Of Ai i 

ts, Chesterfield ; ; or — & Burdekin, Shi 

LYE. ‘EDwanp, & Pati Sronz, Warehousemen 


‘Aug. 9 and Sept. 13, at 11; Bristol. Op. da piso, Miller ots Sols.. Ashi 

Son, & Morris, Old Jewry; or Bevan & » Bristol. Pet, * 
MUDGE, PaRMENAS Pearce, Professor of Mi and Farmér, 3 

Radford-terr., St. Leonard. of 


ram k mre bows, jon hereon. sols 
: Aug. an $) “tinal 
Brittan & Sons, Bester” H Opn a 
STRATFORD, Tuomas, Butcher, iy A Com. faghos Ang. 7 
He at 118d; Biemtighem. Off. Ass. Whitmore. Sol, 
1am. 23. 


TATHAM, ome, Gun a Chari 

jeg tang og 13, at icecee as 
4 

WIDDOWSON, Davi, Lack 


Gorm, Balu Ce See 


aes. ) 
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NOT de Com. Serer. 4 


el ear 


Bere : xo 11 and Sept. 16, at.1; 
Sols. Peter, Redruth ;-or ion, Exeter 
PARKER, GeEoree, (J. Parker 
Hull. A eg ype e- 18 and ae 15, at 12; 


ne Pet. Po og 
PEARCE, Witiam, & Lewis Pearce, Coach Makers, Salisbury. Com. 
Fane: Aug. 13, at 12; and Sept. 10, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. 
Cannan. Sois. Gregory, Skirrow, & Roweliffe, 1 Bedford-row; or 
Squarey & Whatman, Salisbury. Pet. July 29. 

ROGERS, Joun (John Rogers & Co.), Ship yore & Coal Merchants, 
Newport; Monmouthshire. Com. Hill: 

> Off. Ass. Acraman. 


Off. Ass. Whitmore, 
THUMWOOD, Tuomas, Innkee 


now of the Quee 


Wichelson, Aue 


Farivar, July 30, 1858. 


usfield, 144 Philpot-lane, 





Aug. 10 and 
& Giri , Bristol. 


Off. Ass. Pennell. 
k, London. Pet. July 29. 
ber & Builder, Park-end, Wéstdean, Glouces- 
Sept. 13, at 11; 
Pet. July 24. 
loth Manufacturer, Painswick, Gloucester- 
Aug. 10 and Sept. 13, af 11; 
r. Sols. Freston, Stroud; or Bevan, Bristol. 
P, CHARLES Hate, Seedsman, St. James’s-sq., Cheltenham. Com. 
: Aug. 10 and Sept. 13, at 11; Bristol. 
I, FCneltenham. Pet. July 21. 
JOHNS, Davip, Grocer, Shrewsbury. 
11.30; fs gn Of. Ass. Kinnear. Sols. Teece & Corser, Shrews- 
, Birmingham. Pet. July 26. 
LEAK, Tomas, Extractor, Cross Banks, Batley, Yorkshire. Com. Ayr- 
. 13 and Sept. 10, at 11; 
Hellawell, Huddersfield ; or Cariss 


Com. Balguy : 


Commercial- bidgs. 


sesby, Romie, Builder, late of Birmingham, now a prisoner for debt in 
ig. 12 and Sept. 9, at 11.30; Birming- 
ig, 34 Cannon-st., Birmingham. Pet. 


iz Cuanrtes, Sack & Goal Merchant, 30 Terrace, Tower-hill. Com. 


Off. Ass. 


: Aug. Pe at at and Sept. 9. at 11.30; Basinghall-st. 
Eastcheap. Pet. July 17. 
meMAN. | tent, Builder, Banbury. Com. Goulburn: Aug. 11 


Sept. 13, at 1; Basinghall-st. 
‘ood, 


Sols. Linklatérs 
Bristol. Off. Ass. 


Bristol. Off. Ass. 


Of. Ass. Miller. Sol. 


Aug. 11 & 30, at 


Of. Ass. 
Cudworth, Leeds. 


NICHOLLS, James, Watch Maker & Jeweller, Redrath, Cornwall. "Com. 
ueen-st., Exeter. Of’. Ass. Hirtzel. 
” Pet. July 27. 

Sons), Copper Merchant, Kingston-upon- 


Town-hall, Kingston- 


. Sols. Stamp & Jackson, Kingston-upon- 


MEETINGS, 


_ Trees, July 27, 1858. 
South Shields. Last Er. 


PIE: 





Aausrrona, J Ma 
(by adj. tam Sly rh) Aug. 10, at 1; 


BENNETT, GEORGE, Outfitter, 100 Whitechapel. Div. Sept. 1, at 12; Ba- 

hall-st. Com. Holroyd 
Laat Bx" (Oy a Mathematical Instrument Maker, 

gi Bat Tedecgs 15) Aug. 10, at 11;  Royal-arcade, Newcas- 


6 Wout Lusso, ie g Anchor Manifacturers, 
: (Laimsdon & Sons). Last Er. Ny & 


Bey 


Bnnes, Joux, Builder, Dorchester, 
a aaa late of High Cross-st., Leicester, now in White- 


meh 
nai mapas 4 


aye ke: 


pies ae Com. 


Grav, Miller & Ship 


. 


Aug. 10 and Sept. 14, at 11; 
Sols. Bevan & Girling, Bristol. Pet. 


July 27. 
SCHEURMANN, Gustav, Music Seller & Publisher, 86 Newgate-st. 
Cou. Fane: Ang. 12, at 11.30; and Sept. 10, at 11; Posnahal-«. Of. 

Ass. Cannan. Sot. Nicholson, "48 Lime-st. 

SIMON, 3 Epwanrp, Wine Merchant, late of 24 South-st., “Brompton, and 
38 Mark-lane; now a Prisoner in the Debtor’s Prison, Whitecross- 
4 Coli Fito Aug. 12, at 12.30; and Sept. 10, atl; Basinghall-st. 
Sol. Gunn, 129 Sloane-st. 
r, late of Bush-inn, Farnham, Surrey, 
n’s Prison. Com. Fane: Aug. 12, at 11.30; and Sept. 7, 
at ll; or apa -st. Off. Ass. Cannan. Sol. Dalton, 3 Bucklersbury. 


Pet. July 28 


Pet. July 27. 


y 2 
VINCENT, Rint, Butcher & Cattle Salesman, Long Sutton, Lincoln- 
Com. y: Aug. 12 & 31, at 10.30; Shire-hall, Nottingham. 
Of. Ass. Harris, Sols. Cannan, Hotbeach, Lincolnshire; or Bowley & 
Ashwell. Nottingham. Pet. July 27 
es. CHARLES FREDERICK, Grocer, 14 Minster-st., Reading. Com. 
ll, at 1; and Sept. 13, at 2; Basinghall-st. 
Riches, 34 Coleman-st. Pet. J uly 29. 


BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
TurspaY, July 27, 1858. 
Watt, Jon, Carpenter, Southport, Lancashire.—July 17. 


or Ass. 


Royal- -arcade, Newcastle-upon- 


Newcastle-upon- Tyne. 


“7 from June 30) 


arcade, in Wet Com. Ellison. 
ont An Durham, East 
at 19; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon- 


of Birming! prisoner for debt in 
Be. (from adj. sine die) Aug. 1, Mit 11.30 ; Birming- 


90nN, Merchant, 28 Clement’s-lane, Lombard-st. 


ig. 9, at 1 ~ 

Eten ellen & Cs 

Be. (by adj. from 70) Aug. 10 
Sexvor, Irom 

“4 CH. D, Draper, late ham, now 
Topp, ANTHONY 

Div. Sept. 1, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Holo: 

t Pripay, July 30, 1858 


Last Ex. “Aug. ll, atl; 


Last Ex, Aug. 10, at 10.30; Birmingham, Com. 


Crossiey, Cotton §) 
il; Moen hg Ss, 


ll; Guestental-bhiee m. 
, sau, Li Licensed Victualler, 126 Dale-st. iiterpea. bie “aig. 


a Poulan Vicueei Manufacturer, ee Montgomeryshire. Div. 
D t, Wolverhampton, Div. Aug. 
j Birmingham Drag, . 

Bweare near Cotes: Sussex. Last Er. Aug, 11, 


Owner, North Shields. Last Ex. (by 
tm ay 8) ane 18, at 13; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 


Com. Goulburn. 


s. Com. West. 


rs, ier Rork: 


» Leeds. 


Queen-st., 


rs, Elland, York- 


Srxes, Josupn, & Epwarp Syxes, Silk Dressers, = Huddersfield. 
Div. Aug. 20, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Com. West 

TIMBERS, SAMUEL Peacock, Grocer, Great , rate Div. “Aug. 20, at 
12; Com. Fane. 

TorHam, CurisTorHer, & TimotHy ToPHam, =, Wakefield. Div. Aug. 
20, at 11; Commercial-bidgs., Leeds. Com. W 


DIVIDENDS, 

TuEspay, July 27, 1858. ms 
Acitos, Wittiam, & Joun SANDERSON BUTLER, Lace Manufacturers, Net- 
tingham. First, 10s., sep. est. J. S. Butler. : Harris, Middle-pavement, 
Nottingham ; July 26, or three following Mondays, 11 to 3. 
BARKER, CHARLES THEODORE, Haberdasher, Isley Ho , Moore-ter., New 
Peckham. First, 1s. 5d. "Stansfeld, 10 Basinghall-st.; any Thursday 
before Aug. 7, or after Oct. 4. 

Brickwoop, Joun, sen., Joan Brickwoop, jun., Joun ——— Wittiam 
Morean, & JosEPH STARKEY, Bankers, Lombard-st. Final, 2 Stans- 


Jed, 10 Basinghall-st.; any Thursday before Aug. 7, or after Oct. 4, 11 


wears Matcoum. First, 3s. 10}d. Morgan, 12 Cook-st., Liverpool ; 

Aug. 4, Ll to 2 

Marris, Tuomas, & RIcHaRD Nicuouson, Bankers, Barton-upon-Him:'< ~. 
and Stamford Briggs, Lincolnshire. Fifth, 1s. 9$d. Graham, 25 Cole- 
man-st.; July 29, or the following Thursday, 11 to 2, or any The rsday 
after Oct. 6. 

MaRSHALL, Joun, Coal Merchant, Reading and elsewhere, carrying on busi- 
ness under style of Great Western Coal Company. Second, 84. Whit- 
more, 2 Basinghall- -st.; any Wednesday, 11 to 3. 

Mee, Witt1amM, Manufacturer of Plain and Fancy Hosiery, Léi:ester. 
Second, 14d. Harris, Middle-pavement, Nottingham; July 23, and 
three following Mondays, 11 to 3. 

ra Joun. Second,7d. Morgan, 12 Cook-st., Liverpool; Aug. 4, 11 
to 2. 

Rosinson, Tuomas, Ironmonger, Manchester. First, 5s. Fraser, 
45 George-sti, Manchester; Aug. 3, or any Tuesday after Oct. 4; }1 tot. 

Savaae, Georek, & Joun LeEEs, Bleachers, Mansfield, Notts, Fist *, 4s, 
Harris, Middle-pavement, Nottingham; July 26, and thrée following 
Mondays, 11 #03. 

— WILLI4mM CopeLanD, Bricklayer, Henley-on-Thames. First, 
~ . . 10 Basinghall-st. ; any Thursday before Aug. 7, or after 

t. 4, li to 

WILKins, GEorce, Baker, Portsea, Hants. First, lld. Stansfeld, 10 Ba- 

singhall-st.; any Thursday before Aug. 7, or after Oct. 4, 11 to2. 


Farivar, July 30, 1858. 


Axsey, Francis Fryer, Woollen Manufacturer, Huddersfield. First, 2s. 2d. 
Hope, Park-row, Leeds ; any day before Aug. 4, 10 to 12. 

Apa, WILLIAM, Merchant, 34 Great Tower-st., also Underwriter, of Lloyd's. 
Fourth, 1 3. 6d. Cannan, 18 Aldermanbury; Monday next, or any Mon- 
day after Oct. 7, 11 to 3. 

ALLEN, STEPHEN, & Henry Jonas Smits, Merchants, Mark-lane-ch: 
Mark-lane. First, 6s. 8d. Cannan, 18 Aldermanbury; Monday neéxXt, 
or any Monday after Oct. 7, 11 to 3. 

Brown, Henry, Ship Owner, North Shields. First, 3s. 10d. Baker, Royal- 
arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne ; any day before Aug. 6, or any Saturday 
after Oct. 5, 10 to 3. 

Brown, Marreny, & Co., Woolstaplers, Bradford. First, 9$d. Hope, t 
South-parade, Park-row, Leeds; any day before Aug. 4, 10 to 12. 

Cockcrorr, Cuarsurn, Picker Maker, Stansfield, Halifax. First, 4p. 1d 
Hope, \ South-parade, Park-row, Leeds ; any day before A 10 to 12. 

ENGLAND, RICHARD, Manufacturer, Wilsden, near Bradford. ls, F 
Hope, | South-parade, Park-row, Leeds; any day before ie p nbd 10 to 

FRANCE, JaAMEs, Woollen Cloth Manufacturer, 

Kirkburton. First 2s. 2@. Hope, 1 South- “parade, Peli tou, Look: 
any day before Aug. 4, 10 to 12. 

GREENWOOD, JOHN, Chemist & Druggist, Dewsbury. bee 28. 84d. 

1 Sonth-parade, Park-row, Leeds; any day before Aug. 4, 10 to 12. 
Kiaxop, Lanoxzzor, Iron Ship Builder, Newcastle-upon- First, 1s. 6d. 
Baker, Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne ; any day before Aug. 6; or 

any Saturday after Oct. 5, 10 to 3. 
Norstry, Tomas, & RiceaRD Brxptoss, Silk Manufacturers, Manchester. 


Third, 43a. Fraser, 45 Geotge-st., Manchester; any Tuesday, 11 t6 1 
. 
4 


Prrer, Josepa, Furnishing Ironmonger, 92 High-st., and 4 
Shoreditch. Second, id. Cannan, 18 Aldermanbury ; Monda 
or any Monday after Oct. 7, 11 to 3. 

PorTER, JosspH, Screw Bolt Manufacturer, Salford. First, 2s: Si. on 
45 George-st., Manchester ; any Tuesday; 1! to I. 

Seat, Neprone, & Joun Seat, “¢ Mawifseturers, wna 
First, 8s. Liga. Hernaman, 6 0 Pet. Mee 
next, or any Tuesday after Oct. 4, 10 to 

Taytor, Henry, Linen Manufacturer, ear Mp? 9 oa & mening 
on new proofs. Hope, | South-parade, Park-row. 

Aug. 4, 10 to 12. 

Tuomrsox, aa teres Power Loom Cloth Manufacturer, Over _—. 

it, 2s. Hernaman, 69 Princess-st., Manchester ; Tuesiily next, 

any Tuesday after Oct..4, 10 to 1. 

Veitch, ANDREW, Music Seller, Newcastie-upon-Tyne. 9d., in 
addition to 5s. 6d. previously declared. 

upon-Tyne ; any day before Aug. 6, or any Saturday wnt ws. 

Wusox, James, & Cotis M'Catman (Wilson, Brown, & Go. 4 

bre Liverpool, and at Prince Edward’s Island. Div. 20s. 
of C.M‘Calman. Turner, 53 South John-st., Liverpool ; any Weis. 
day, except between Aug a and Oct. 4, 11 to 2. 


CERTIFICATES : 
' To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Medlings 
Tugspay, July 27, 1858 
BEARD, James, & Epwarp Tuomas, Common Brewers, Cardiff, geht: Brae. noah 
shire, and Bideford, Devon ; on applon. ofeach, Ang, (7, at li 
oy Rosgrt, Common Brewer, Burgh-in-the-Marsh, 
13, at 12; Town-hall, Kingston-upon- Hull. 
Corron, Wittiam, Beer Retailer, Bear-st., Leicester-sq. Aug. 18, at 2; 
Basinghall-st. 
Cross, James Latbtaw, Insurance Broker, Liverpool. Aug. 17, at U1; 
Liverpool. 


@aar, ALEXANDER Groner (trading under ~ Ang of & Crow), Alkali 


Friars Goose Alkali Wi Durham. Aug. 





| Manufacturer, 
‘18, at 11.30; Royal-arcade, Seousnaugen tree. 
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Gunma, Cuarves, Perfumer, 135 Strand, carrying on business in co- 
partnership with George Tate (Charles Grossmith & Co.) Aug. 18, at 1; 
Basinghall-st. 

Jamieson, Jonny, Sail Cloth Dealer and Sack Maker, 13 Bishopsgate-st. 
Without. Aug. 19, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. 

Moraan, Evan, jun., Draper, Tonyrafail, near Pontypridd, Glamorgan- 
shire. Aug. 31, at 11; Bristol. 

Suersonn, Henry CuArwes, Grocer, Odiham, co. Southampton. Aug. 18, 
at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Sreay, Epwarp Orro, & Henry Datway Wuitrcnurcn Batpwin, Mer- 
chants, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Aug. 19, at 12; Royal-arcade, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne ; on applon. of H. D. W. Baldwin. 


Farpay, July 30, 1858. 
Bayiey, Georce Cnzetaam, & James Bayxey, Cotton Spinners, Staley- 
bridge, Cheshire ; on applon of J. Bayley. Aug. 26, at 12; Manchester. 
Powsut, CHARLES, Cheesemonger, 69 Leather-lane, Holborn. Aug. 20, at 
11; Basinghall-st. 
W.ik.nson, Henry, Card Maker, Newton Moor, near Hyde, Cheshire. 
Aug. 20, at 11 ; Manchester. 
Witmas, Epwanp, Currier, Dewsbury. Oct. 25, at 11; Commercial- 
bidgs., Leeds. 
To be DELIVERED, unless AppEaL be duly entered. 
TugspayY, July 27, 1858. 
Arxixson, Henry WituraM, & Toomas Wittmm™ Kina, Builders, Suther- 
land-gardens, Maida-vale, Paddington. July 22, 2nd class. 
Hagrison, Wutt1aM, Ship Chandler, North Shields. July 8, 3rd class. 
Huu, Jonn, Plumber & Glazier, High-st., Evesham, Worcestershire. 
July 26, 2nd class. 
Benet. Martua, Parchment Manufacturer, Caversham, Oxon. July 22, 
Ist ¢! 
tisexs, aa Upholsterer, Leamington Priors, Warwickshire. July 26, 
Ist class. 
SHARPLES, JAMES, Beerseller, late of Phillips-park-inn, Bradford-rd., Man- 
chester. July 21, 3rd class; after a suspension of 2 mos. 
Tustin, JoHN, jun., Shoemaker, Broadway, Worcestershire. July 26, 
2nd class. 
Watevurn, Ricuarp, Grocer, Howdon, near Crook, Durham. July 7, 
3rd class. 
Fripat, July 30, 1858. 
Cattow, Josern, Ribbon and Trimming Manufacturer, Coventry. July 23, 
2nd class. 
Carer, WiLLIAM, Maltster, Ware. July 23, 3rd class. 
Henaiques, Joun Dantet, Tea Dealer, 13 Park-ter., Park-rd., Regent’s- 
park July 19, 3rd class; to be suspended for 6 mos. from April 29 last. 
Martin, James, & Epwin Markwick, Surveyors, Upper North-st., and 
Round-hill-pk., Brighton. July 19, 2nd class, to E. Markwick. 

Petts, Joun, Corn & Coal Merchant, Elmswell, Suffolk. July 17, 3rd 
class ; to be suspended for 1 mo. 

Scraccs, Epwarp Joun, Plumber, East Dereham, Norfolk. July 19, 2nd 
class. 

Seppon, Jonn, Shipwright, Liverpool. July 22, 2nd class. 

WairrixneuaM, JoserH, Boot & Shoe Maker, Liverpool. July 22, 3rd 
class, subject to a suspension of 6 mos. 

Worstey, Tuomas, Cotton Spinner, Cat Clough Baxenden, Lancashire. 
July 23, 3rd class. 


Professional Partnership Dissolved. 
Faripay, July 30, 1858. 
GREENBILL, CuanLes Pops, & Lewis Hanp (Philpot, Greenhill, & Hand), 
Attorneys-at-Law & Solicitors, 49 Gracechurch-st.; by mutual con- 
sent. July 19. 


Assignments for Beneht of Creditors. 
Toespay, July 27, 1858. 

Baxter, Apram, Tailor, 5 Great Francis-st., Birmingham. July 2. 
Trustees, J. Sutton, Woollen Merchant, Stroud, Gloucestershire; S. 
Shirley, Woollen Merchant, Manchester. Creditors to execute before 
Oct. 2. Sol. Bridges, 17 Temple-st., Birmingham. 

Frercuer, Joseru, Spindle Maker, Blickburn, Lancashire. Jul 
Trustees, 8. Littlewood, Ironfounder, Blackburn; E. Potts, Draper, Has 
Sols. T. & R. C. Radclifie, 25 Clayton-st., Blackburn. 

Pearson, Grorcer, Boot & Shoe Maker, 3 Arabella-row, Pimlico. July 13. 
Trustees, J, George & E. Lutwyche, Wholesale Leather Dressers, 4 & 5 
Skinner-st., Snow-hill. Sol. Scott, 4 Skinner-st., Snow-hill 

Smita, ELIZABETH, Brick & Tile Manufacturer, Conisborough. July 3. 
Trustees, 1. Howson, Grocer, Conisborough ; J. Stables, Farmer, Moor- 
house, Creditors to execute before Oct. 3. Sol. Marratt, French-gate, 
Doncaster. 

Srricur, Joun Hitt, Bricklayer, Wakefield. July 7. Trustees, J. Ward, 
Timber Merchaut, Wakefield; T. Howden, Ironfounder, Wakefield. 
Creditors to execute on or before Aug. 20. Sol. Barratt, King-st., 
Wakefield. 

Friway, July 30, 1858. 

Bonxson, Wuaitam, Brick Maker, Naseby, Northamptonshire. July 8. 
Trustees, B. Smeaton, Grocer, Clipstone, Northamptonshire ; J. Andrew, 
Baker, Naseby. Sols. Andrews & Buswell, Market Harboroug h. 

Moore, Tuomas, Innkeeper, Commercial-inn, Southshore, Blackpool, Lan- 
cashire. June 30. Trustees, Matthew Brown, Brewer, Preston; T. 

i » Preston; T. Butcher, Receiver, Lytham, Lan- 





Rreakell Spirit M 
cashire. Sols. Cattley, Preston. 
Paeston, Joun, Watch Maker, Spalding, Lincolnshire. July 19. Trustees, 


J. Clarke, Accountant, Spalding; W. jun., Builder, Spalding. 
Creditors to execute before Sept. 19. Sols, Harvey & Cartwright, 


Spalding. 
Waxp, Wizx1am, Clock & Watch Maker & Eating-house Keeper, 1 Market- 
, and emerging Great Grimsby. July 21. , J. Brown, 
der, Victoria-st. W vest, and Pasture-st., Great Grimsby ; W. Genney, 
Ironmonger, 3 Market-pl., Great Grimsby ; W. Lowe, Watch Manufac- 
turer, Jordan Well, Coventry. Sol. Veal, -gate, and Victoria-st. 
West, Great Grimsby. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
ToespaY, July 27, 1858. 
Baopex, Wiu11aM, Esq,, 1 St. James’s-ter., Fae age or np i 
Bar 1858), Morgan v. Broder, ¥. C. Wi Last Day for Prog, 





Srrance, Jonn Hover, Woollen Draper, 8 eae el enn a 
Newgate-st. (who died in Sept., rag g on 
“ dersley. Last Day for Proof, Nov. 3 

Wannse, Wass, Gent., ‘Trafalgar-ter., Greenwich (who died in 
1851). Craig v. Wheeler, V. Cc. Kindersley. Last Day for Proof, } 


Frivay, July 30, 1858. 

Carne, JosePu, jun., Merchant, Falmouth (who died on Feb, 8, Ii 
deg Carne’s, jun., Estate, Trethowan v. Carne, M. R. day for 

ov. 

cme NATHANIEL SNELL, Wilson-st., any (who died in 
1856). Chauncy v. Chauncy, M. R. Last Dai y Sor Proof, Nov. 10. 

Davies, Witu1aM, Surgeon, Well-st., sanast (who died ‘in Feb., 
Rose v. Turtle, sen., V. C. Stuart. "Last Day for , Nov, 1. 

OcILvie, ANNE, Widow of the late Major-General vie, 
8q., Regent’s-park, and of Garthmeilio, Denbighshire (who died in 
1857). Hodges v. Stuart, V. C. Stuart. Last Day for , Nov. 

Tuompson, GRACE, Spinster, York (who died in or tle byes Life , 
ation of Scotland v. Siddall, V. C. Stuart. Sor Proof, Nor. 3 : 
for claimants in respect of £6300 and int., pha by bond, 

Nov. 11, 1807, 

WALKER, "Tuomas, Licensed ee eg (who died in 
1849). Fairhurst v. Helsby. Last Day for Proof, Aug. 24, at oftes & 
District Registrar of Court of Chancery of co. palatine of 
6 Camden-pl., Preston. 

Wricnt, CAROLINE, Widow, late of Sir Isaac Newton Public-house, »» Ni 
st., Middlesex-hospital (who died in Feb., 1857). Re Wright's Estate 
Wright v. Weston, M. R. Last Day for Prof, Oct, 29. 


@Ainding-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
UNLIMITED, IN CHANCERY. 
TuEspayY, July 27, 1858. 

Lonpon, BirMINGHAM, AND BUCKINGHAMSHIRE Ratway CoMPaNy.— 
Master Richards, on July 12, peremptorily ordered that one call be mat e 
on all the contributories of this Company of £293 3s., to meet the debts 
due from this Company (other than such as are due to Messrs. Daj 
& Lowndes), and the costs incurred in winding up the same, and be: 
on a 4, at 12, to the Official Manager, at his offices, 13 Gre 


puree. NERS’ Towixe Company.—V. C. Kindersley will, on Aug. 6, at 
at his chambers, proceed to make a call of £2 10s. per share on the 
sons settled on the list of contributories of this Company. 


Fripay, July 30, 1858, 

Escatn Mw¥Nn Minrna Company.—V. C. Wood has peremptoril 
cali of 1/. 5s. per share to be made on all the Contributories of this Con 
pany settled on the list Class A ; and that each of the said Contrib 
on or before Aug. 30, pay the same to Mr. Turquand, the Official 
dator, at 13 Old Jewry-chambers. ; 

Hut Giass Company.—Master Tinney purposes, Aug. i & 14, Bt 
Chambers, in Southampton-bldgs., to make a call for 37. 10s, per sl 
on all the Contributories of this ‘Company settled on the ist BP 

LivensEDcE Iron Company.—The Master of the Rolls will, on Aug. 6, 
12, at his Chambers, make a call for 5007. per share, on the several " 
sons settled on the list of Contributories of this Company. ‘ 

Lonpon & County AssurANCE Company.—V. C. Kindersley purposes, | 
Aug. 9, at 12, at his Chambers, to make a call for £10 per share on 
the Contributories of this Company settled on the list. 

Wrvams Stream Fue. Company.—The creditors of this y are 
come in and prove their debts before the Master of the at 
Chambers. His Honour has appointed Aug. 7, at 12, for phen 
adjudicating upon the claims.—And on the same day hour the 
ditors are requested to meet before him for the purpose of appointing 
creditors’ representative. ; 

Scotch Sequestrations. 
Tugspay, July 27, 1858, ; 

Hunter, Ropert, Clothier, 20 Clyde-pl., ie Aug. 2, at 2; Faculty- 
hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seg. J 

Munro, Hveu, Merchant, Invergordon. tue t 6, at 12; Commercial-ina, 
Invergordon. Seg. July 22, 

Fripay, July 30, 1858. 

Dickie, Hues, Heddle Manufacturer, Glasgow (H. & J. Dickie). 
at 12; Faculty-hall, St. George’s-place, Glasgow. Len July 26, 

Gir, Tuomas, residing at 4 Buccleuch-place, urgh, 
residing at 14 Argyle-sq., Edinburgh, & Cuartes 
siding at 45 Montague-st., Edinburgh, mission 

eaves Edinburgh (Thomas Gibb & ie 


; British-hotel. Seq. July 26. 

min Joun, Commission Agent, 6 Park-st., Edinburgh. 3, 
Dowell & Lyon’s-rooms, 18 — Edinburgh. Seq. July 23. 

Srvart, Joun Knox, late Physician & Surgeon, and Builder, Gago 
merly residing at 39 Maxwell-st. Aug. 4, at 1; Crow-hotel, G : 
Glasgow. Seq. July 26. 

SwEENEY, JoHN CAMPBELL, Portmanteau Maker, 4 Renfield-st., G 
a. LA at 12; Lennox’s Temperance-hotel, Wilson-st., Gangoa 

y 

Youne, James, Ship Master, Greenock. Aug. 5, at 12; Royal-hotel, | 

Breast, Greenock. Seg. July 24. 








REVERSIONS AND ANNUITIES, 


AW REVERSION ARY INTEREST SOCIE 
HANCERY mm LONDON. 
Ciiineniis Sacgs Gurne’ wee Pree 1 Esq., Q.C., fence of London. 
Deruty-CuatrmMan—Nassau late Master in C 
Reversions and Life Interests wuindiel, Immediate and De 
Annuities granted in exchange for Reversionary and —— 
Annuities, Immediate, Deferred, and Contingent, and also E 
granted on favourable terms. 
Prospectuses and Form: of Proposal, and all further i 
be had at the Office, : 
C. B. CLABON, 














